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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Ms. FOXX).

————

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
April 11, 2013.

I hereby appoint the Honorable VIRGINIA
FOXX to act as Speaker pro tempore on this
day.

JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 3, 2013, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with each party
limited to 1 hour and each Member
other than the majority and minority
leaders and the minority whip limited
to 5 minutes each, but in no event shall
debate continue beyond 11:50 a.m.

——

REGULATE THE REGULATORS—
THE REINS ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. POE) for 5 minutes.

Mr. POE of Texas. The regulators
continue their reign of regulation ter-
ror on businesses across America.

Jerry McKinney, from Crosby, Texas,
wrote me this:

I work in the industrial chemical business
and I see the result of government regula-
tions like those from the EPA. These cost
my company good money, with no positive
effects.

Larry, a doctor from Xingwood,
Texas, said this to me:

Small businesses need relief from the ridic-
ulous OSHA standards. Our veterinary prac-
tice is having to spend hours and money try-
ing to decipher all the regulations some bu-
reaucrat has dreamed up to justify his job.

Madam Speaker, the fourth branch of
government meddles in every aspect of
our lives. In the name of saving us
from ourselves, the regulators regu-
late, regulate, and when they’re
through, they regulate some more,
without regard to the consequences of
these expensive government mandates.
Sometimes they put businesses out of
business because of their regulations.

Dana, from southeast Texas, writes
me this:

I owned a business—bought a bowling cen-
ter, my dream job, in 2007. Was totally un-
prepared for the amount of regulation and
fees and taxes. I employed 32 people. I went
bankrupt in October of 2012 because of this.
I have the drive and desire and a great busi-
ness plan for a new business that would em-
ploy 20 to 30 people, but I'm not sure I want
to dive back into all this.

Michael, from Houston, said:

Where should I begin? Real estate market
is flooded with, yes, new regulations. It
seems that banks are prevented from fore-
closing on homeowners who are basically liv-
ing in the house for free for several years.

Susan, a small business owner in
Texas, says this:

Our small business has operated on a shoe-
string for several years, and we started way
back in 1978, but I fear we are at an end. We
manufacture 400 products, all made from the
same materials. But the new product safety
regulations require we certify every product
to the tune of about $500 per product, even
though they’re all made from the same ma-
terials. Do the math: $175,000 or more just to
get these same products that we’ve been
making since 1978 certified by the Federal
Government. Add on the health care fines
and the rising cost of gasoline and the rising
property and sales taxes and income taxes—
well, you know the rest of the story.

Madam Speaker, this ought not to
be—regulators putting businesses out
of business by dreaming up new, some-
times silly rules that don’t solve any

problem. The regulators dream up new
rules to add to their 100,000 command-
ments every day.

Regulators regulate. That’s what
they do. That’s what they like to do.
But their addiction to power and to
new, unnecessary rules must stop. Bur-
densome, expensive Federal regula-
tions cost $2 trillion a year. What does
that mean? That’s the same amount of
money all American citizens and cor-
porations paid in income tax in 2008—$2
trillion. A lot of money.

Regulators have no concept of the
cost of running a business. They don’t
even understand the rules and business
costs that can put some American busi-
nesses out of business. So Congress
should approve any regulation that
reaches a certain cost threshold or has
a significant economic impact. That’s
why I'm an original cosponsor of the
REINS Act. The REINS Act requires
Congress, the elected, to approve the
expensive rules of the unelected or the
rules will not take effect. If a new rule
affects the economy in the United
States over $100 million throughout the
country, Congress must approve this
new rule or it does not take effect by
the rulemakers.

We should make new rules for the
rulemakers. That’s what our responsi-
bility is. So it’s time for Congress to
rein in the out-of-control government
and start regulating regulators.

And that’s just the way it is.

——
TRIBUTE TO ANNE SMEDINGHOFF

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois.
Madam Speaker, on Sunday, April 6, at
11 a.m., America lost five of our best
and brightest in Afghanistan when the
convoy they were traveling in, along
with an Afghan doctor, was attacked
by a suicide bomber. One of them, 25-
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year-old Anne T. Smedinghoff, who
grew up in River Forest, Illinois, in the
Seventh Congressional District where
her family still lives, became the first
U.S. State Department officer to die in
Afghanistan since the 1970s. She had
less than 4 months left to serve in Af-
ghanistan.

Secretary of State Kerry said in
Istanbul, where he is on a diplomatic
trip:

A Dbrave American was determined to
brighten the light of learning through books
written in the native tongue of the students
that she had never met, but whom she felt
compelled to help, and she was met by cow-
ardly terrorists determined to bring dark-
ness and death to total strangers.

Anne was Kkilled while delivering do-
nated textbooks to children at a new
school. For Anne, who could have re-
mained relatively safe in the embassy,
delivering these books was essential to
her mission, just as appearing on one of
the most watched Afghan television
shows to explain to the Afghan people
the similarities between Eid, a Muslim
holiday that celebrates giving and
sharing, and Thanksgiving. Both give
thanks for life’s blessings, and Anne
Smedinghoff discussed how she and her
family celebrated back at home.

Anne recently worked on a campaign
to end gender violence by producing
and distributing videos to the press
across the country and was rewarded
when she and her colleagues saw photo-
graphs of Afghan men in markets wear-
ing purple ribbons, a symbol of the
campaign.

Her parents, Tom and Mary Beth
Smedinghoff, said the foreign service
was a calling, and Afghanistan was her
second deployment, an assignment for
which she had volunteered after a tour
in Caracas, Venezuela. She died her
parents said, doing a job she thought
must be done. They said:

She particularly enjoyed the opportunity
to work directly with the Afghan people, and
was always looking for opportunities to
reach out and help make a difference in the
lives of those living in a country ravaged by
war. We are consoled knowing that she was
doing what she loved and that she was serv-
ing her country by helping to make a posi-
tive difference in the world.

Before she joined the State Depart-
ment, Anne served on the board of di-
rectors for the Ulman Cancer Fund for
Young Adults’ 4K for Cancer program,
spending a summer cycling across the
United States to raise money and
awareness. She was full of life and
hope. She rode her bicycle from the
Red Sea to the Dead Sea. She was once
photographed with a boa constrictor
around her neck in South America.
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The residents of the Seventh Con-
gressional District join me in honoring
her life and work. Her bravery, her
focus on using public diplomacy for
positive change, her vision of the
human potential, wherever it might be,
sets a standard that it behooves all of
us to try and emulate.

Today a flag is being flown across the
United States Capitol in her honor in

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

recognition of her service to our coun-
try. My thoughts and prayers are with
her parents, brothers, sisters, and
friends during these difficult days. She
is indeed a hero.

———

WHO WILL SPEAK FOR
UNDERPRIVILEGED WOMEN?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. PERRY) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. PERRY. I’'m wondering who will
speak for underprivileged women, not
only in the United States, but very
particularly in Philadelphia.

I'm here today to talk about an un-
comfortable subject which no one
seems to want to talk about. It is the
Gosnell trial in Philadelphia. The
media doesn’t want to talk about it—
not NBC, CBS, ABC, CNBC, not Fox,
and not the leaders of our Nation, not
the President. It is uncomfortable, and
I'd ask you to bear with me while I
read to you some of the testimony that
comes from this trial because I feel we
must.

This man is charged with Kkilling
seven babies and murdering one
woman. The prosecutors believe Mr.
Gosnell killed hundreds of infants and
destroyed the related records so we will
never know. Mr. Gosnell ‘‘induced
labor, forced the live birth of viable ba-
bies in the sixth, seventh, eighth
month of pregnancy and then Kkilled
those babies by cutting into the back
of the neck with scissors and severing
their spinal cord.” He called it ‘‘snip-
ping.”” Sherry West, one of his clinic
employees, testified on Monday that
one newborn at the clinic was 18 to 24
inches long when it was killed:

There were scores more. At least one other
mother died following an abortion in which
Gosnell punctured her uterus and then sent
her home. He left an arm and a leg of a par-
tially aborted fetus in the womb of another
woman, and then told her he did not need to
see her when she became sick days later,
having developed a temperature of 106 de-
grees. He perforated bowels, cervixes, and
uteruses. He left women sterile.

The clinic reeked of animal urine.
Furniture and blankets were stained
with blood, and instruments were not
properly sterilized, according to the
grand jury report.

These women are the most vulner-
able women in our society, and they
were, indeed, most likely at their dark-
est hour. They went to this clinic to
seek help, and they did not know that
this man was not qualified nor was his
staff qualified to perform any of the
procedures that they performed:

There were bags and bottles holding abort-
ed fetuses scattered throughout the building.
There were jars lining shelves with severed
feet that he kept for no medical purpose.

These women came because they
were probably the product of violent
home lives, where they felt they had no
options. They came to this care pro-
vider, who was essentially unregulated.
This does fall into the purview of the
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United States Attorney General be-
cause these patients oftentimes trav-
eled across State lines.

This is an isolated incident. It would
be disingenuous to think that all care-
givers fall into this category because
we know that they do not. But we also
know that if there is one, there may
likely be others, and that is, indeed,
sad.

Prosecutors say that none of
Gosnell’s staff were licensed nurses or
doctors and that a 15-year-old student
performed anesthesia with potentially
lethal narcotics.

Abortions after the 24th week are il-
legal in Pennsylvania. However,
Gosnell allegedly aborted and killed
babies in the sixth and seventh month
of pregnancy and charged more for big-
ger babies. He also took extra pre-
cautions with white women from the
suburbs, according to a grand jury re-
port. He allegedly ushered them into a
slightly cleaner area because he
thought they would be more likely to
file a complaint.

The abortions of the biggest babies
allegedly were scheduled for Sundays,
when the clinic was closed. The only
person allowed to assist with such
cases was Gosnell’s wife, Pearl Gosnell.
She was one of nine employees charged
with him as well in this, and she has
not obtained a lawyer at this time. He
allegedly took the files home with him
from the patients that he dealt with
and then disposed of them.

I would say this. It gives me great
pain and sorrow to have this entered
and read into the RECORD. But since
the media outlets refuse to cover this
because it’s uncomfortable, because it
might not meet with their agenda, and
because many of the leaders of this
country refuse to discuss it, I think it’s
important that we have it read into the
RECORD so that this history and their
stories don’t remain untold—the sto-
ries of these women in their most des-
perate hours, and the stories of these
little babies that will never know the
privilege of being an American, that
will never realize their dream.

I would make this charge today: Mr.
President, your silence is deafening.
Are you so blind, are you so intrac-
table, are you so extreme that you
yourself can’t even call this out for
what it is, something that is reprehen-
sible? Pro-life or pro-choice, this is rep-
rehensible. As a father, as I am, of two
little girls, it is worthy of your atten-
tion, it is worthy of your leadership, it
is worthy of your direction.

———

DON'T FILIBUSTER GUN CONTROL
LEGISLATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) for 5 minutes.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Today,
the bodies of this Congress have an op-
portunity to save lives. In fact, they
have an historic moment. They actu-
ally have the ability to act for once
after a tragedy of the proportions of
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Newtown, having not acted over the
years—after Columbine, the theater in
Aurora, the horrific tragedy at Vir-
ginia Tech, and many, many others, in-
cluding that of our colleague in Ari-
zona.

So I am hoping that as we stand here
today that the right consciences of
those who have the opportunity in the
other body to pass sensible gun legisla-
tion will do so. In order to aid them, to
listen to the voices of the people, 50
Members of the United States House of
Representatives have asked for those
in the other body not to filibuster any
gun legislation, but to have an up-or-
down vote. The reason we say that is
because of the massive numbers of loss
of children, some 80 children who die
every month by gunshot, the thousands
of teenagers who pick up guns to re-
solve differences, and the million peo-
ple who were killed by guns since the
assassination of Martin Luther King
and John F. Kennedy.

This is a Nation that is gunned, but
not safe. The tragedy that happened in
my area just a few days ago with the
slashing of students by another student
at a community college. Just imag-
ine—14 people were injured—if that
person had had an assault weapon with
multiple rounds, similar to the heinous
acts that occurred in Newtown, when
155 rounds were shot in 5 minutes. So
I'm hoping that this letter will move
those Senators not to filibuster and to
let us have an up-or-down vote.

I also rise today to encourage us to
do the right thing and to vote ‘“‘no’ on
the National Labor Relations Board
legislation that wants to stop the
President from his Presidential author-
ity, and that is to make sure that the
government runs by appointing people
to the NLRB through recess appoint-
ments, among others, just like Presi-
dent George Bush did 140 times, to
make recess appointments to be able to
move the government forward. In con-
trast to the D.C. Court of Appeals deci-
sion that ruled that our President can-
not, three other decisions and other
court decisions said you can.

We need to vote ‘“‘no’” on this legisla-
tion. It is destructive, it is only to stall
government, and it is only to stop the
work of the NLRB, where workers and
corporations come together to solve
their problems.

What we should be doing is working
to create jobs. That’s what Americans
want us to do. They want us to make it
in America. They want us to build up
manufacturing. They want us to create
and pass legislation, as we introduced
yesterday with whip HOYER, 38 pieces
of legislation that we all are joining to
support to create jobs.

One thing they don’t want us to do is
to pass anything with a chained CPI on
Social Security because Social Secu-
rity is solvent. Those people are not
the fault of any deficit or any debt;
they are hardworking people. I will not
ever vote for a chained CPI. And I am
not a whiner.
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I, frankly, see those people in my dis-
trict who are supported by Social Secu-
rity and Medicare, which they earn be-
cause they work for it. They did not
have it as a handout, because seniors
are important and seniors believe in
young people. We should protect our
seniors; we should invest in education.

I salute the President for his early
pre-K initiative, that every child
should have the opportunity to be in a
pre-K program, supporting our teach-
ers. So here we are; this is what we
should be doing. We should be pro-
moting job creation to bring down un-
employment and to, in fact, get those
who are underemployed and those who
have completely gone out of the mar-
ketplace. They can be hired, they have
skills, including our disabled.

Then we should continue to invest in
education, including higher education,
making it easier for parents to get the
Parent PLUS Loans to send their chil-
dren to college and putting the burden
on colleges to make sure that these
young people finish college and not go
in and get debt and, therefore, come
out with a large debt and no degree.

This is what America is about, in-
vesting in young people, protecting our
seniors, and realizing that the chained
CPI is not the way to go on Social Se-
curity. It’s to save it because they
earned it.

———

TRIBUTE TO THE LIFE AND LEG-
ACY OF DEBATE COACH WILLIAM
“BILLY” TATE, JR.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Alabama (Ms. SEWELL) for 5 minutes.

Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to recognize and
pay tribute to the life and legacy of
William Woods Tate, Jr., a beloved ed-
ucator and high school debate coach,
who was an extraordinary mentor to
me and so many others. Coach Billy
Tate, as he was known, was an accom-
plished speech and debate coach in Ala-
bama and Tennessee for over 40 years.
Coach Tate, sadly, passed away sud-
denly on Saturday, April 6, 2013, at the
age of 69, leaving behind a legacy de-
fined by his commitment to developing
the oratorical skills of future leaders.

At the time of his death, Coach Tate
was a five-diamond debate coach at
Montgomery Bell Academy in Nash-
ville, Tennessee, where he taught
speech and coached winning debate
teams for more than 30 years. He was
an outstanding teacher and an inspira-
tional leader in the National Forensic
League, the oldest and largest honor
society for high school students in
speech and debate.

During his illustrious career, Coach
Tate had multiple national finalists in
policy debate and extemporaneous
speaking. In 1999, his policy debate
team reached the national finals, and
in 2006 Coach Billy Tate made coaching
history as two of his policy teams
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closed out the national finals winning
the first-ever NFL co-citizenship in
policy debate.

He was an extraordinary individual.
Not only did he teach his students so
brilliantly. In his spare time, he loved
bridge. He was a devoted son, who al-
ways saw to the care of his beloved
mother in Selma. Coach Tate also man-
aged to keep up with his debate stu-
dents through the years and relished
their life successes. He demanded ex-
cellence from his students, teaching
them not only the importance of de-
bate prep and strategy, but also took
great pride in exposing his students to
the very best restaurants, and that in-
cluded important table etiquette that
accompanied such an experience.

Although Coach Tate spent the bulk
of his career at Montgomery Bell Acad-
emy in Nashville, he began his speech
and debate experience in 1975 at Selma
High School in his beloved town of
Selma, Alabama. I know that his stu-
dents at Montgomery Bell Academy be-
lieve they had his best coaching years;
but I am here to tell you from personal
experience that the 1970s and 1980s at
Selma High School honed his craft and
greatly influenced his strategy. He pro-
duced some of the finest high school
debaters the State of Alabama has ever
seen to date, and I am proud to say
that I was one of those students.

Billy Tate was my debate coach for 3
years at Selma High School. For a pub-
lic high school in rural Alabama, we
dominated the competition and won
many State championships. For many
years, the walls of Selma High School’s
library were lined with the hundreds of
debate and speech trophies won by the
teams coached by Billy Tate. Debate
was more than an average extra-
curricular activity; it was a serious
discipline. Those of us who had the
privilege of being coached by him knew
that it was a serious time commit-
ment, a commitment of both time,
money, and talent.

To be on Billy Tate’s debate team, a
student had to commit to attending
summer debate camps and countless
weekend travel to tournaments all
across Alabama, Mississippi, Ten-
nessee, and Georgia during the aca-
demic year. It was not the average de-
bate class. I know that my life journey
would not have been possible were it
not for my debate experience under the
tutelage of Coach Billy Tate at Selma
High School.

I know that I speak on behalf of all
the debaters at Selma High School and
Montgomery Bell Academy in express-
ing our sincere gratitude for Coach
Tate’s guidance, his dedication, and
unwavering belief in our abilities. I es-
pecially dedicate this tribute to the
Selma High School debaters I had the
privilege of competing with—Tom
Bundenthal, Lawrence ‘‘Bubba’ Wall,
Derek Edwards, Max Andrews, John
Polk, Leslie Looper, and Crystal
Boykin, to name a few.

To say thank you to Coach Tate
seems woefully inadequate, but I do
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take comfort in knowing that his leg-
acy will live on through those of us he
influenced. May Coach Billy Tate al-
ways be remembered for the excellence
he inspired in all of us.

Today, I ask my colleagues in the
United States Congress to join with me
and the hundreds of debaters he taught
in his 40 years of coaching in cele-
brating the life and legacy of a native
Alabamian and a nationally renowned
debate coach, Mr. William Woods Tate,
Jr.

——————

HONORING THE UNIVERSITY OF
LOUISVILLE CARDINALS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Kentucky (Mr. YARMUTH) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. YARMUTH. Madam Speaker, I
rise to honor the University of Louis-
ville Cardinals, who went to a second
straight Final Four this season and re-
turned home national champions.

Going into the NCAA tournament,
the question was whether the Cards’
stifling defense would be enough to win
it all. Well, we’ll never know, because
the country’s best defense became the
best offense too, shooting 52 percent to
a tournament best 79.5 points per
game. That’s more than crazy. It’s
“Russdiculous.”

They said he never met a shot he
didn’t like; but during the past month,
Russ Smith hardly took a shot he
couldn’t make, setting Louisville’s new
tournament-scoring record and earning
the respect and affection of a city. The
All-American, regional MVP, and de-
fensive phenom no longer cares who’s
scoring, as long as the jersey reads
Louisville.

When these guys say the team motto
“Liouisville First, Cards Forever,” they
mean it. We saw it when the team ral-
lied around their injured teammate,
Kevin Ware, as he courageously re-
peated, “I’m fine, just win the game,”’
before being carted off the court during
the Elite Eight. We saw it when they
came together to “Win for Ware.”” But
before that, the Cards won with Ware.
On this team, Kevin was one of eight
Cardinals to score double figures in a
tournament game. That doesn’t even
include the players who set this team
off on some of the year’s most unlikely
and electrifying rallies.

Walk-on Tim Henderson scored six of
his season’s 22 points in 45 seconds to
cut a late 12-point Final Four deficit in
half. All year, Stephen Van Treese
snatched rebounds from future NBA big
men, denied them in the paint, and set
precision picks strong enough to stop a
truck. And freshman Montrezl Harrell
provided a constant spark off the
bench, his unrelenting effort the only
thing close to matching his natural
ability.

Peyton Siva embodies the ‘‘Louis-
ville First” spirit. Happier setting up
his teammates than knocking it down
himself, Peyton reminded the Nation
he can also drop 18 points on the Play-
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er of the Year in the championship
game. Unselfish, but a thief, he’ll grad-
uate with the school record for steals
in a season and career.

Big man Gorgui Deing is unselfish,
too. Louisville’s record-setting shot-
blocker and monster rebounder used
his jump shot to pull defenders and find
teammates for six assists in the cham-
pionship game—three to Chane
Behanan, who tied Louisville’s single-
season dunk record, officially making
him the latest doctor of dunk. Cutting
down the nets in Atlanta was great,
but they should give Chane the back-
boards because he owned them all
night.
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This team also showed tremendous
perseverance. Wayne Blackshear over-
came two shoulder injuries to reach
the starting lineup. And it’s a good
thing: he hit threes to start the Cards’
scoring in both championship halves.

But the Final Four’s breakout star
was its most outstanding player, Luke
Hancock, who scored his career-high in
the semifinal and then broke it 2 days
later. Luke didn’t use the force; he was
a force. And nothing would stop him
from winning for his father, for Kevin
Ware and, as always, for Louisville.

That’s what Coach Rick Pitino
taught this team, the master
motivator, who’s done everything this
week but cartwheels on the Moon, built
a team and mentored men we should be
proud of.

And like Pitino, Jeff Walz will tell
you this isn’t about one person or even
one team. It’s about a program and a
community. Trust him. That mad sci-
entist led U of L’s women to four
straight NCAA tournament upsets, in-
cluding what is considered to be the
biggest upset in college basketball his-
tory.

Behind the jaw-dropping plays of
Shoni and Jude Shimmel, sharp-
shooting of Antonita Slaughter, tenac-
ity and skill of Sara Hammond,
Sherrone Vails, and Bria Smith, and
the unbelievable toughness of Monique
Reid and Shelby Harper, the national
runners-up crashed nearly every party
around.

These players and coaches define an
extraordinary program. Only three
coaches in NCAA history have gone to
a men’s and women’s basketball final
in the same season. Louisville is the
first to add a BCS Bowl victory to the
mix.

But if you think it’s the last, you
don’t know Athletics Director Tom
Jurich. With sparkling new facilities,
outstanding coaches, and stellar stu-
dent athletes in competition and class,
Tom has every U of L sport at the top
of their game and climbing.

The university and the community
have thrived along with them, con-
tinuing a proud tradition that began
with Peck Hickman and rocketed to
the top under the great Denny Crum.

I’'m honored to congratulate the Uni-
versity of Louisville for its unparal-
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leled winning streak, capped off by the
Cards’ third Men’s Basketball National
Championship. Go Cards.

———
THE AMERICAN JOBS MATTER ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Illinois (Mrs. BusTOS) for 5 minutes.

Mrs. BUSTOS. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to talk about our most pressing
issue facing my district and our coun-
try, and that is boosting American
manufacturing and creating jobs here
at home.

Just this week, I introduced a bill
called the American Jobs Matter Act.
This commonsense bill would enable
the Federal Government to find out
how contracted work would impact
American jobs. Contractors would be
able to include how their offers would
create American jobs.

My bill would raise the importance of
creating jobs at home in our country
and building our manufacturing indus-
try here as Federal contractors are
considered for their jobs. It would also
help ensure that taxpayer money is
being used to create jobs in places like
Rockford, Moline, Galesburg, and Peo-
ria, and in cities and towns across my
district, across my State, and across
our country—not overseas.

I'm proud to say that this bill has
been incorporated into Congressman
HOYER’s Make It In America plan,
which seeks to promote American
workers, jobs, innovation, and infra-
structure.

Madam Speaker, we need to do more
to create jobs and support American
manufacturing. My bill does just that.

——

THE IMMINENT THREAT POSED BY
NORTH KOREA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Hawaii (Ms. GABBARD) for 5 minutes.

Ms. GABBARD. Madam Speaker, 1
rise today to address the recent devel-
opments and the growing instability on
the Korean Peninsula.

Today we are seeing an increasingly
belligerent hostile stance by the North
Korean regime toward its perceived en-
emies. For some, this may sound like a
far-off annoyance, saber rattling com-
ing from the East; however, nothing
could be farther from the truth for
families in my home State of Hawaii
and in Guam who sit as named threats
by the increasingly aggressive and un-
predictable regime led by Kim Jong
Un.

He has demonstrated a pattern of bel-
ligerent threats and even unprovoked
attacks on South Korea in recent
years. This new leader has adopted
many of the same destructive policies
of the past in his pursuit of nuclear
weapons and ballistic missile capabili-
ties. He’s revealed the willingness to
sacrifice the safety and needs of the
North Korean people in order to ad-
vance his hostile, unproductive agenda.
Rather than caring for his people, Kim
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Jong Un remains singularly focused on
making provocations and establishing
a ‘“‘military first”’ doctrine.

Along with Guam and Alaska, Hawaii
has been placed in the crosshairs of
this intensifying threat. It’s crucial for
the United States, and Hawaii in par-
ticular, to take these threats from
North Korea seriously. We cannot be
complacent. We cannot afford a mis-
take that puts the lives of our families
at risk.

Intelligence and previous missile
launches have shown that Hawaii,
Guam, and Alaska are within range of
North Korea’s intercontinental bal-
listic missile capabilities. New intel-
ligence suggests that North Korea may
be planning multiple missile launches
in the coming days beyond the two
Musudan mobile missiles it has fueled,
raised, and positioned along its east
coast.

Our Nation’s focus and commitment
to the security and stability of the
Asia-Pacific region now faces a serious
test. As we rebalance and realign our
presence in the region, it’s vitally im-
portant that we get it right in terms of
the strategy, as well as resourcing.

The United States has an important
interest in maintaining peace on the
Korean Peninsula, as well as in the
Asia-Pacific region. We must stand to-
gether with our allies in the region
ready to respond to any contingency,
and we must take a forward-leaning ap-
proach to address this imminent threat
to prevent further provocations and to
protect our families and our national
assets.

The international community has
clearly stated its opposition to his ac-
tions and threats, but we need to ask
more of those influential nations that
have remained quiet. China, in par-
ticular, should be playing a strong role
as a deterrent of North Korea’s mili-
tary ambitions.

We’re also seeing a destabilizing ef-
fect outside of the region as a result of
the dangerous partnership between the
two isolated rogue states of Iran and
North Korea as regimes working to-
gether to develop more powerful weap-
ons, missile delivery systems, and nu-
clear capabilities.

It would be safe to assume that by
addressing the threat on our country
by North Korea, we are also affecting
Iran and their nuclear ambitions.

I commend our military commanders
for their firm and confident resolve
that they’ve shown in response to the
endless posturing and provocative be-
havior of North Korea; however, from a
U.S. policy standpoint, it’s time to
make a serious change. Such a change
must be comprehensive, carving a new
path forward using diplomatic and
military means in order to break the
cycle of threats that has existed for far
too long.

The carrot-and-stick approach that
we’ve taken in the past has not effec-
tively deterred North Korea’s nuclear
ambitions. To the contrary, we con-
tinue to face escalated threats which
now extend beyond the region.
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Considering the serious threats we
face today and the fact that the threat
of missile attack on the U.S. is likely
to grow, I'm deeply concerned about
the President’s proposed cuts to the
missile defense budget in fiscal year
2014. This is a portion of the budget
that should be increased, not de-
creased, to ensure the safety and secu-
rity of our people.

In the coming days and months, I
look forward to continuing to work
with my colleagues in pushing for ac-
tion and resources to ensure that Ha-
waii and our country is protected and
any potential attack is prevented.

————
[ 1040

NEGATIVE EFFECTS OF SEQUES-
TRATION ON LOCAL EMPLOYERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY) for 5 minutes.

Mr. CONNOLLY. During the past 2
weeks, I met with local employers and
constituents who expressed continued
frustration with the negative effects of
sequestration in our community. Re-
publicans and Democrats alike spent
most of the past year warning of the
dire consequences these cuts would
have on our economy, and yet the re-
cently adopted continuing resolution
for the rest of the fiscal year bakes in
those very harmful cuts. I share my
constituents’ frustrations, which is
why I voted against the self-inflicted
wound on our economy.

Every community in America will
feel the ripple effects of sequestration,
but my northern Virginia district will
be disproportionately impacted be-
cause of the high concentration of
military facilities, Federal employees
and businesses that partner with the
Federal Government. We do cybersecu-
rity, custodial services, and everything
in between. I met with a number of
these employers. They expressed real
concern that the lingering uncertainty
over sequestration threatens job secu-
rity and the ability to remain competi-
tive economically.

I fear the consequences of sequestra-
tion and what that will mean to small
businesses that don’t have the same re-
sources as their larger counterparts to
weather these steep cuts. I visited one
company with 200 employees who are
developing a laser-based flight guid-
ance system for NASA through a Small
Business Innovation Research grant.
Just recently, it announced that their
technology is being deployed through a
contract with the Defense Department
to assist with remote detection of ex-
plosives to better protect our troops in
the field. They’re worried about cut-
backs.

The Small Business Administration’s
fiscal 13 budget will be reduced by
more than $92 million as a result of se-
questration, and more than one-fourth
of those cuts will come from the Small
Business Loan Program, directly af-
fecting small businesses, veteran-
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owned businesses, and female- and mi-
nority-owned businesses in their abil-
ity to hire. As my colleagues know, the
Federal Government has a small busi-
ness contracting goal of 23 percent. We
have fallen short of that goal in the
last 6 years, and sequestration will ac-
tually make it harder to ever achieve
that goal.

I also met with my local chamber of
commerce to discuss its desire to ex-
pand the regional Metro system here in
the Nation’s Capital to accommodate
future growth and development
throughout the region. The most re-
cent census data says our community
has the highest concentration of mega-
commuters in the country. There is no
question we need to invest more in our
regional transportation network. This
particular proposal enjoys bipartisan
support, but yet, under sequestration,
it’s headed nowhere because the New
Starts program, under the Federal
Transit Administration, will be cut by
as much as $100 million because of se-
questration.

Whether it’s cuts in small business
assistance or in transportation, seques-
tration is reducing our investments in
the very things that create jobs and
provide for our competitive advantage
in the future. Local realtors I met with
expressed concern about the uncer-
tainty of sequestration putting the
brakes on sales just as regional and na-
tional housing markets are finally
showing signs of a robust recovery. The
slow-down in Federal spending is al-
ready creating a drag on local econo-
mies. A 22 percent drop in defense
spending shaved nearly 3 points off eco-
nomic growth in the last quarter, and
the CBO projects it could be half of the
growth otherwise projected in all of
2013 because of sequestration.

Madam Speaker, I don’t argue that
cuts are needed, but sequestration uses
a mindless, meat-ax approach in which
nothing is spared and nothing is dif-
ferentiated. I've long called for Mem-
bers of the House to work together in a
bipartisan fashion and in a balanced
way—balanced between revenue growth
and discrete spending cuts—to move
forward and reduce the debt. This
week’s delivery of the President’s
budget is a heartening sign because he
does just that. I hope we will heed his
budget. I hope we will try to work with
the President to achieve a balanced ap-
proach that replaces this mindless se-
questration.

————

THE HOUSING FAIRNESS ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. AL GREEN) for 5 minutes.

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. I thank the
many persons who have labored long
and hard to help fulfill Dr. Martin Lu-
ther King’s dream. He devoted his life
to transforming mneighborhoods into
brotherhoods, and I'd like to speak to
you today about this concept because,
to do this—to transform neighborhoods
into brotherhoods—we must become
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neighbors. We have to have commu-
nities wherein all persons are a part of
the fiber and fabric of the various com-
munities that we live in.

Dr. King was in Memphis, Tennessee,
in 1968, and he was there on this mis-
sion of bringing people together. He
was there to help with some issues re-
lated to workers and workers’ rights.
Unfortunately, on April 4 of 1968, Dr.
King was assassinated. His life’s work
did not end, however. His dream is still
alive, and because he dared to trans-
form neighborhoods into brotherhoods,
the President of the United States at
that time, President Johnson, took up
the fight for Dr. King, and within 7
days a piece of legislation passed
through the House that dealt with dis-
crimination as it relates to where peo-
ple live.

This legislation had bipartisan sup-
port. The Democratic supporter was
Senator Walter Mondale, a very well-
known figure in American politics. The
Republican supporter was an African
American, by the way, who was a mem-
ber of the Senate, the Honorable Ed-
ward Brooke. These two Senators had
for years been trying to pass this legis-
lation to eliminate discrimination in
housing. They had some degree of suc-
cess, but they were not able to get the
legislation passed.

In 1968, 7 days after Dr. King’s death,
the Fair Housing Act of 1968 passed,
prohibiting discrimination based upon
race, color, religion or national origin
as it relates to the sale or to the fi-
nancing of housing. In 1974, the act was
amended to include sex discrimination.
In 1988, it was amended to prohibit dis-
crimination based upon physical or
mental handicap as well as familial
status.

The Housing Fairness Act, which I
have introduced, models this piece of
legislation. It, too, deals with discrimi-
nation that is invidious with reference
to refusing to rent to a person, to sell
housing to a person, to negotiate hous-
ing, to make housing available, to set
different terms for some than for oth-
ers, to falsely deny that housing is un-
available when it is available. This
kind of discrimination still exists, but
it’s important for us today to realize
that it is very much having an impact
on persons whom many of us do not as-
sume are victims of housing discrimi-
nation. The FY 2011 statistics, the lat-
est available to me, connote that 27,092
complaints were filed with programs
associated with the Fair Housing Ini-
tiatives, and of these complaints about
12 percent to 54 percent of them were
complaints based upon disability.

Now, it’s important for us to focus on
disability for a moment because many
of our veterans returning from wars,
persons who chose to go to distant
places, don’t always return the same
way they left. Many of them have
given their lives, and others have sur-
vived, but they have survived and they
are handicapped. Many of them return-
ing will be discriminated against be-
cause there are people who discrimi-
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nate against people who are handi-
capped. They may not know that it’s a
veteran, but whether they know or not,
the act of discrimination is still harm-
ful.

I will submit to you that it makes
sometimes tears well in the eyes of
people who understand how our vet-
erans have fought for us. So I am here
today to make an appeal that we sup-
port Fair Housing Initiatives and that
we do all that we can to transform
neighborhoods into brotherhoods.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until noon
today.

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 48
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

O 1200
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at
noon.

————
PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer:

Dear God, we give You thanks for
giving us another day.

Bless abundantly the Members of this
people’s House. During the season of
new growth, may Your redemptive
power help them to see new ways to
productive service, fresh approaches to
understanding each other, especially
those across the aisle, and renewed
commitment to solving the problems
facing our Nation.

May they, and may we all, be trans-
formed by Your grace and better re-
flect the sense of wonder, even joy, at
the opportunities to serve that are ever
before us.

The issues of our day are a challenge
for a Nation who claims Your blessing.
May we not forget the reminders to
Your chosen people of once having been
oppressed foreigners and the admoni-
tions of Scripture that we might be en-
tertaining angels in the strangers
among us. Help the Members of this
House to find a balance that meets the
demands of our beliefs with the prac-
tical realities that challenge us as a
complex Nation.

May all that is done this day be for
Your greater honor and glory.

Amen.

———

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

Mr. SIRES. Mr. Speaker, pursuant to
clause 1, rule I, I demand a vote on
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agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of
the Journal.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the Speaker’s approval of the Journal.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. SIRES. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to clause 8,
rule XX, further proceedings on this
question will be postponed.

————
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. WALBERG) come
forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. WALBERG led the Pledge of Al-
legiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter-
tain up to 15 requests for 1-minute
speeches on each side of the aisle.

———

THE BUDGET

(Mr. WALBERG asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, Presi-
dent Obama finally released his 2014
budget this week, 2 months late and
trillions of dollars short.

Similar to last year’s plan, it taxes
more to spend more. While the Presi-
dent claims his budget will reduce the
deficit in a balanced way, it won’t ever
balance—not in 10 years, not ever.

The President’s plan is $8.2 trillion of
new debt. It also includes $1.1 trillion
in new taxes. Hardworking taxpayers
don’t deserve more taxes; they deserve
a budget that allows them to keep
more of their own money and not
worry about financial debt being placed
on their children and grandchildren.

House Republicans have passed such
a budget, one that balances: a
proactive budget that eliminates the
deficit while also providing economic
security for employers and employees,
a sustainable safety net for the poor
and those retiring, and a secure future
for our children and grandchildren.

Americans know what it takes to
create a balanced budget for their own
families and their own businesses, and
they deserve the same from their gov-
ernment.

————
EARTH DAY

(Mr. QUIGLEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, the
founder of Earth Day, Wisconsin Sen-
ator Gaylord Nelson, was asked in 2005,
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just before his death at the age of 89, if
Earth Day should be celebrated. ‘‘Our
work is not finished,” he replied.
“There’s a lot more that needs to be
done.”

As we enter wildfire season, water-
shed infrastructure that would miti-
gate future contamination of local riv-
ers and reservoirs is still being rebuilt
from last season, and funding for re-
building is only now being allocated,
having been delayed under sequestra-
tion, affecting lives and homes.

We’ve yet to craft an agenda that
talks of a multiyear transportation
plan or climate change. And, of course,
the green legislator at heart would love
to see tools like the Antiquities Act as
a job-creating mechanism rather than
spending time on the floor fighting
against rolling back NEPA as we're
doing this week with H.R. 678, unneces-
sarily, at the expense of supporting hy-
dropower, as we should.

No, our work is not finished. There’s
a lot more to be done.

——————

MOVING FORWARD WITH
LIQUEFIED NATURAL GAS

(Mr. BOUSTANY asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Speaker, in
2009, the United States surpassed Rus-
sia in becoming the world’s largest pro-
ducer of natural gas. Due to recent
technological advancements, large de-
posits of natural gas, mainly shale gas,
are now being harvested. Through the
use of hydraulic fracturing and hori-
zontal drilling, previously inaccessible
hydrocarbons are now seeing the light
of day.

Having Henry Hub located in the cen-
ter of the Third Congressional District,
I’'m fully aware that the market price
of U.S. natural gas is at an all-time low
and much lower than Asian and Euro-
pean natural gas prices. While this fact
presents challenges, it also provides an
opportunity for our Nation to fast be-
come a global energy hub by exporting
one of our most abundant natural re-
sources in the form of liquified natural
gas, or LNG.

With domestic demand being met, ex-
porting LNG leads to job creation at
home, a reduction in the national trade
deficit, and an increase in revenues for
the Federal Government. As a member
of the House Ways and Means Sub-
committee on Trade, these are all
value-added benefits for our Nation.

The domestic natural gas boom pre-
sents the United States with an enor-
mous economic opportunity and geo-
political opportunity. Our Nation
should seize this opportunity and not
let it pass. It’s in the public interest.

——
INVEST IN AMERICAN
MANUFACTURING
(Mr. HIGGINS asked and was given

permission to address the House for 1
minute.)
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Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, this
week I took part in a town hall meet-
ing in Buffalo, along with the Alliance
for American Manufacturing, and dis-
cussed the importance of manufac-
turing jobs to our region and to our Na-
tion.

With western New York’s dedicated
workforce and history of manufac-
turing success, we are ready to grow
our economy with the resurgence of ad-
vanced manufacturing industry. But to
do this, our workers and businesses
need a willing partner in their govern-
ment.

This Congress must make investing
in our infrastructure and investing in
our people top priorities. Robust fund-
ing to rebuild roads and bridges, along
with fostering job-training programs
and passing legislation in the House
Democrats’ Make It In America agen-
da, will enable us to compete with any
other nation in the world.

Mr. Speaker, investing in American
manufacturing creates jobs and reduces
the deficit. There is much work to be
done, and there are Americans who
need the work.
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THE GOVERNMENT ACCOUNT-
ABILITY OFFICE’'S REPORT ON
WASTE

(Mr. FORTENBERRY asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Mr. Speaker,
we engage in so much Washington
speak in our debates—words like ‘‘se-
questration,” “‘continuing resolu-
tions,” and ‘‘debt ceiling’’—that the
structure of our debates, I feel, can be
off-putting to many Americans. So
let’s try to be a little more straight-
forward.

The reality is that we have a huge
mismatch between revenues and ex-
penditures. We all know that this is a
struggle, but we have to get our fiscal
house in order, just like American fam-
ilies do, businesses do and even local
governments do; but instead of hashing
through the same old debates, perhaps
there is an easier way forward.

Right here, Mr. Speaker, is a Govern-
ment Accountability Office report that
came out this week. It’s a new report
that builds upon former reports. There
are more than 300 areas in which we
can tackle redundant spending across
the Federal Government. So here is the
right place to start, Mr. Speaker—in
delivering a smarter and more effective
government while also saving money.

————

GUN REFORM

(Mr. MORAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. MORAN. Mr. Speaker, through-
out the United States, in red and blue
States alike, we have speed limits for
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travel on public roads. These laws are
good public policy because they pro-
hibit behavior that can endanger the
lives of others. But imagine if we
blocked our police from using speed de-
tection devices so they could never
prove that you were speeding or if we
only allowed the use of those devices
on certain roads. Such a policy would
make speed limits mere suggestions
with no consequences for those who
would violate the law.

It sounds ridiculous, but this is ex-
actly the strategy we currently use to
prohibit the purchase of firearms by
criminals and those with serious men-
tal illness. Federal law bans the pur-
chase of guns by dangerous people, but
massive loopholes in our background
check system permit at least 40 per-
cent of purchases to evade the law
without detection by law enforcement.

The NRA and its supporters often
claim that we need to enforce the laws
on the books. Agreed. Universal back-
ground checks are designed to do just
that—to provide an actual enforcement
mechanism. That’s what the Congress
should require because 90 percent of
the American public wants us to do at
least that.

———

SITTIN’ ON THE DOCK OF THE BAY

(Mr. JORDAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. JORDAN. Mr. Speaker, this
week, the President hosted a star-stud-
ded concert at the White House for his
friends, featuring the music of Otis
Redding and others. One of Otis
Redding’s lines in his ‘‘(Sittin’ on) the
Dock of the Bay’ sums up my thoughts
on the President’s budget: ‘‘Looks like
nothing’s gonna change. Everything re-
mains the same.”

Just like the Senate, the President’s
budget raises taxes, increases the debt
and never, ever, ever balances. The
Obama budget has a trillion dollars in
new taxes on top of the trillion-dollar
ObamaCare tax and the $600 billion
“fiscal cliff”’ tax from earlier this year.
The Obama budget spends $46 trillion,
borrows another $8 trillion, and in-
creases the national debt to $25.4 tril-
lion over the next 10 years. Then, after
all those taxes and all that spending,
we still have a budget that never, ever,
ever balances.

Mr. President, we can’t borrow for-
ever. We can’t keep spending more
than we take in. These problems are
staring us right in the face, but the big
spenders in Washington are just sittin’
on the dock of the bay, wasting time.

——————

NEW JERSEY’S LIFE SCIENCES
CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE COMMU-
NITY

(Mr. SIRES asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. SIRES. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to commend the contributions of the
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biopharmaceutical and medical tech-
nology companies in New Jersey to
Hurricane Sandy relief activities.

New Jersey companies in the bio-
pharmaceutical field have donated an
estimated $11.1 million towards Sandy
relief efforts. The New Jersey bio-
pharmaceutical and medical tech-
nology companies made contributions
to a large number of organizations, in-
cluding the American Red Cross,
AmeriCares, Direct Relief Inter-
national, Feeding America, the Salva-
tion Army, Save the Children, United
Way, and the Hurricane Sandy New
Jersey Relief Fund.

The community also coordinated
with the Department of Health and
Human Services to ensure an uninter-
rupted supply chain of critical life-sav-
ing drugs as well as having teamed up
with local pharmacies to provide free
or discounted prescriptions to affected
patients. In addition, individual com-
panies performed a variety of services
in the immediate aftermath of Sandy,
including the distribution of hygiene
kits; providing generators to local mu-
nicipalities; deploying emergency de-
contamination units; preparing food
for first responders; and working to
supply hospitals, pharmacies, and re-
tailers with supplies that their pa-
tients and customers needed.

While our community as a whole
came together to provide relief to the
victims of Sandy, we thank the bio-
pharmaceutical industry of New Jer-
sey.

———

THE ECONOMIC IMPACT OF THE
PRESIDENT’S PROPOSED BUDGET

(Mr. PITTENGER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. PITTENGER. Mr. Speaker, there
is much that could be said about the
President’s proposed budget, but I
think ordinary taxpayers need to know
its impact on jobs and the economy.

Economists and national accounting
firms have stated that the tax in-
creases that President Obama pushed
through in January have slowed the
economy and contributed to a loss of
24,000 retail jobs in March, part of a
very dismal jobs report. When con-
sumers have less money in their pock-
ets, the inevitable results in fewer jobs.

Apparently, President Obama has not
learned from his mistake. His budget
contains almost $600 billion in even
more new taxes. At a time when mil-
lions of Americans are giving up hope
of finding jobs and are exiting the
workforce, President Obama’s budget
will only inflict more pain on ordinary
families.

House Republicans have passed a re-
sponsible budget that leads to balance
while also preserving Social Security
and Medicare. Let’s work together for
fiscally accountable government that
will help restore jobs to American fam-
ilies.
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REDUCING GUN VIOLENCE IN
AMERICA

(Mr. KILDEE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, today, the
Senate is taking up commonsense leg-
islation to help reduce gun violence in
America.

I have and always will be a staunch
supporter of the Second Amendment,
and I strongly support the constitu-
tional rights of my constituents to own
guns. This bipartisan legislation to ex-
pand background checks does not in-
fringe on the rights of law-abiding gun
owners. Instead, it strengthens our ex-
isting system of background checks to
help keep guns out of the hands of dan-
gerous offenders.

Forty percent of guns sold in the
United States currently don’t go
through background checks. Failing to
act means that just anyone can con-
tinue to buy weapons at gun shows or
over the Internet without being subject
to a background check. The vast ma-
jority of Americans support back-
ground checks. Democrats and Repub-
licans support background checks. The
vast majority of responsible gun own-
ers support background checks.

It is commonsense legislation that
should be enacted, and it will make our
country safer. I urge the House to take
this up as soon as the Senate completes
its work.

———

KEYSTONE XL WILL HELP LOWER
UTILITY RATES

(Mr. DAINES asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DAINES. Mr. Speaker, last week,
I was home in Montana to highlight
the important role that natural re-
sources play in our State’s economy. In
fact, I put 3,000 miles in traveling
around our great State. One question I
was asked repeatedly was: When will
the Keystone pipeline be approved?

We all know the tremendous eco-
nomic impact the Keystone pipeline
would have and the jobs that would be
created; but when I was in Glasgow,
Montana, I learned of a relatively un-
known benefit as a result of the pipe-
line.

You see, NorVal Electric Co-Op in
Glasgow is slated to supply electricity
to one of the Keystone XL pump sta-
tions. If the pipeline is built, this rural
electric co-op will be able to spread its
cost burdens with the pipeline and,
consequently, hold rates steady for its
3,000-plus Montana customers. If the
pipeline is not approved, it told me
that NorVal customers will see up-
wards of a 40-percent increase in their
utility rates over the next 10 years.

As I've said time and time again, this
is common sense. Keystone means jobs;
it means another step towards energy
independence; and it means lower util-
ity rates for rural Montanans, for hard-
working Montana families.
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President Obama, it’s time to ap-
prove the Keystone pipeline.
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HUMANE IMMIGRATION REFORM

(Mr. VARGAS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. VARGAS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
thank the faith-based communities in
this country for praying for a humane
and just immigration reform. We heard
from the Chaplain today in his prayer,
and we probably all caught the three
references. The first one was from Le-
viticus 19, the issue of treating the for-
eign born as your own. Then we heard
the Hebrews treating the stranger,
treat him well because he may be the
angel among you. And then of course,
lastly, Matthew 25, treating the strang-
er because that’s how you’re going to
be judged.

I want to thank each and every pas-
tor, each and every priest, each and
every rabbi that has been praying for
us on this issue. I think that hardened
hearts are changing here. Certainly the
debate that we’ve been having has been
humane. Much of the leadership has
come from a bipartisan group of Demo-
crats and Republicans with open
hearts, and I appreciate that. And that
has not happened by itself. It has hap-
pened because of the prayers and the
supplication of all of these people
around the Nation saying we have to
do something that matches our values.

———

THE PRESIDENT’S BUDGET

(Mr. LUETKEMEYER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Mr. Speaker,
the President’s just-released budget
calls for higher taxes, more spending,
and bigger government, all of which
would make it more difficult for hard-
working Americans, like those in the
Third District of Missouri, to find jobs.
More troubling yet is the President’s
budget simply does not balance. Every
family must balance their budget, and
we in Washington should, too. We can-
not continue to spend money we don’t
have, and it’s not right for the Presi-
dent to take more to spend more.

Several weeks ago, I proudly sup-
ported a Republican budget that pro-
vides for a balanced budget, will foster
a healthier economy and help create
jobs. The President’s budget, mean-
while, holds any reforms and spending
cuts hostage in exchange for more tax
hikes.

The American people are tired of the
same old song and dance from the
President and his allies when it comes
to spending their hard-earned tax dol-
lars. This budget proposal, which is
months overdue, isn’t a serious plan.

Mr. Speaker, I'm from the ‘‘Show
Me” State, and this budget doesn’t
show me anything.



April 11, 2013

SHOUT OUT TO MEMPHIS MUSIC

(Mr. COHEN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman from Ohio mentioned the con-
cert that the President hosted with
PBS and the Grammys on Tuesday, and
did a poor imitation, I guess, of Justin
Timberlake on ‘‘(Sittin’ on) the Dock
of the Bay.”

It was a phenomenal shout-out to
Memphis music; and while there were a
lot of great performers there, I want to
put a particular shout-out to Ms. Cyndi
Lauper because she’s special. She did
another Otis Redding song, ‘“Try a Lit-
tle Tenderness,” and it was a phe-
nomenal performance.

I would suggest to some of my col-
leagues on other side of the aisle that
they ought to try a little tenderness on
occasion.

Ms. Lauper is special. She did an
album called ‘‘Memphis Blues’ in 2010.
It was one of the best albums of the
year. It brought blues back. She had
Memphians B.B. King and Ann Peebles
and Charlie Musselwhite on the album.
She’s a phenomenal lady, and I give a
special shout-out to Cyndi Lauper and
Memphis music.

BALANCING THE BUDGET

(Mr. STUTZMAN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. STUTZMAN. Mr. Speaker, after
decades of Washington irresponsibility,
Americans are facing nearly $17 trillion
of debt and struggling through a def-
icit-driven unemployment crisis.

Unfortunately, this administration
isn’t offering solutions. Yesterday,
President Obama introduced a budget
that never ever balances and will only
make these problems worse. Two
months after he missed the law’s dead-
line, President Obama introduced a re-
heated version of the same failed tax,
borrow, and spend policies that created
this mess to begin with. President
Obama’s budget raises taxes by $1.1
trillion, adds another $8.2 trillion to
the national debt, and doesn’t come
close to addressing the long-term sta-
bility of our Nation’s safety net pro-
grams. Under the President’s plan, tax-
payers can expect consequences of end-
less deficits and future downgrades.

House Republicans are offering a real
solution. We’ve put forward a reason-
able plan that actually balances the
budget in 10 years, not because we are
interested in spreadsheets and time-
tables, but because Americans
shouldn’t have to wait any longer for
success and prosperity.

Let’s balance the budget and put our
trust in hardworking Americans.

———

ADDRESSING GUN VIOLENCE

(Mrs. BEATTY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)
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Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, elemen-
tary schools, high schools, movie thea-
ters, universities, and shopping malls
have all been scenes of horrific inci-
dents where innocent lives were lost,
along with our sense of security. After
each tragedy, we hear sermons, speech-
es, console survivors and loved ones,
but we in Congress have done little to
change the way we address gun vio-
lence. I want to change that.

While massacres such as the one that
occurred in Newtown draw significant
attention to the issue of gun violence,
it is a persistent problem throughout
the Nation. According to a recent
Johns Hopkins University survey, a
solid majority of Americans, gun own-
ers and nongun owners alike, support
several initiatives to slow gun vio-
lence. For example, 89 percent of all re-
spondents, and 75 percent of those iden-
tified as NRA members, support uni-
versal background checks for gun sales.

President Obama’s plan also calls for
a ban on military-style assault weap-
ons and high-capacity magazines, like
the kind that have been commonly
used in so many of the mass shootings
we have witnessed in the United
States.

We can never prevent all crimes or
gun violence, but we can work together
to find ways to limit the loss of lives
with commonsense solutions.

————

COMMON SENSE IN
COMPENSATION ACT

(Mr. MEADOWS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. MEADOWS. Mr. Speaker, over
the past 2 months, Federal official
after Federal official has talked about
the need to furlough employees due to
sequestration, yet the government con-
tinues to hand out millions of dollars
in bonuses to Federal employees. Sev-
enty-five percent of senior executive
service employees received bonuses, at
an average of $13,081. Regular, often-
times blue-collar Federal workers are
facing furloughs while senior employ-
ees are cashing in.

The FAA has been talking about 90-
minute waits for passengers, but yet in
fiscal year 2011, they handed out $40,000
bonuses to more than 86 different em-
ployees. This is unacceptable, and the
recent OMB guidelines don’t go far
enough.

The Common Sense in Compensation
Act bill that I am introducing today
would prohibit those bonuses for the
rest of fiscal year 2013 and cap them at
a maximum of 5 percent of the salary
going forward. I urge my colleagues to
cosponsor my bill.

———

UNEMPLOYMENT IS OUR TRUE
DEFICIT
(Ms. WILSON of Florida asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)
Ms. WILSON of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
it has now been 830 days since I arrived
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in Congress, and the Republican leader-
ship has still not allowed a single vote
on serious legislation to address our
unemployment crisis. I have news for
my colleagues: unemployment is our
true deficit.

By getting Americans trained and
back to work, we can increase our tax
base and stop our borrowing. By reduc-
ing unemployment, we can stop our na-
tional epidemic of foreclosures. Re-
gardless of the assistance you receive,
you cannot keep your home if you do
not have a job. My State is the Na-
tion’s foreclosure State, and my home-
town, Miami, is the foreclosure capital.

Mr. Speaker, unemployment is de-
stroying families and depressing prop-
erty values. It is devastating our peo-
ple and dragging down our recovery.
Our mantra in this Congress should be:
Jobs, jobs, jobs.

———
0 1230
A TALE OF TWO CITIES

(Mr. SESSIONS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, Mem-
bers of Congress have just come back
now from 2 weeks of recess being at
home. And group after group after
group that I spoke with talked about
exactly the same thing that the pre-
vious speaker and others are talking
about, and that is jobs, job creation,
and the opportunity for our children,
and sometimes our spouses, to get back
into the jobs marketplace.

I remind the people of Dallas, Texas,
that there’s really a tale of two States
or two cities. One is Dallas, Texas, and
the other is Chicago, Illinois, the State
of Illinois vs. Texas.

Texas, over the last few years, has
created more jobs than the other 49
States combined. The reason why we’ve
done this is because we chose not to do
the path that Illinois has done, and
that is, raising taxes, lowering job ex-
pectations and performance, and the
ability for people to want to invest in
that State and their future.

Mr. Speaker, that’s exactly the same
background and philosophy that our
President and Democrats are having to
run jobs out of America. I stand for the
Texas model, lowering taxes and mak-
ing sure we have jobs.

——————

GUN VIOLENCE PREVENTION
LEGISLATION

(Ms. HAHN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. HAHN. Mr. Speaker, I'm happy
that, finally, we are moving forward on
gun violence prevention legislation in
this country. And I really applaud our
Senators, JOE MANCHIN and PAT
TOOMEY, for coming together, finally,
in a bipartisan fashion to push forward
legislation to expand background
checks in gun shows and for online pur-
chases.
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This is a strong first step towards a
meaningful solution to end gun vio-
lence in this country. And I hope the
House, I hope we take this up soon, and
pass this legislation.

But I think we need to do more. And
if losing 20 young innocent lives
doesn’t shake us up to end this epi-
demic of gun violence that has plagued
our Nation’s neighborhoods, schools,
and churches, then nothing will.

If we harden our hearts to the tears
and the testimonies of the parents of
Newtown here with us this week, then
we’re telling every family that has
been shattered by a gun and every fam-
ily that has been shattered by this
kind of violence that, if we don’t act,
we’re washing our hands of their
agony.

You know, I hope that we still have a
ban on military-style assault weapons
and high-capacity magazines, but this
is a good first start.

——

THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN BUDGET

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, saving Medi-
care and Social Security for future
generations is something Republicans
and Democrats can and should agree
on. The House Republican budget pre-
serves Social Security and Medicare
for current seniors and future genera-
tions by beginning the work of making
incremental cost-saving reforms.

President Obama, however, sees the
threat to Medicare and Social Security
solvency as a chance to get more of
what he wants. While Medicare and So-
cial Security are going bankrupt, the
President is refusing to consider re-
forms to save our senior safety nets un-
less he’s allowed to raise taxes in ex-
change.

When it comes to tax increases, how
quickly the President forgets. The
President just got done raising taxes
on the American people on January 1.

The American people send enough of
their hard-earned money to Wash-
ington each year, and more should not
be taken from them to enable further
travails in misguided ‘‘stimulus.”

Reforms to save Medicare and Social
Security are critically important to fu-
ture generations of Americans. They
should be treated as more than bar-
gaining chips by the President.

CELEBRATING THE LIFE OF GENE
SEGERBLOOM

(Ms. TITUS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. TITUS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to celebrate the life of Gene
Segerbloom, who recently passed away
at the age of 94. A true public servant
to the end, Gene served Nevada
throughout her life, first as a high
school teacher, then a Boulder City
Councilman and, finally, as a four-term
assemblywoman in the Nevada State
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Legislature, beginning at the young
age of 74.

While in the legislature, she worked
hard to defend the rights of women and
children, as well as to protect the envi-
ronment and Nevada’s beauty, which
was painted by her husband, CIliff, in
many beautiful watercolors.

The Segerbloom family has been a
fixture in Nevada politics for four gen-
erations. Gene’s legacy continues
through her son, Tick, who is a State
senator today. Tick put it perfectly
when he said simply, ‘“She loved Ne-
vada. My mother always had a smile on
her face, and she never had a bad day.”

I miss her personally, and Nevada
mourns her loss.

———

LET’S PUT OUR FISCAL HOUSE IN
ORDER

(Mr. COLLINS of Georgia asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, over the past break, I had the
chance to go home to the beautiful
Georgia Ninth, where I'm born and
raised. And one of the things that I
find when I go back that is always re-
freshing is people seem to want to find
answers. They find answers to the
problems of their life. They want to
know what is happening, and they do
not understand inside-the-Beltway-
thinking that simply adds more and
more talk and more and more rhetoric.

Over the past week I have sat in two
committees in which the government’s
own inspectors have found waste, have
found duplication, have found frag-
mentation, in which everything is
going in a way in which people back
home don’t understand.

Sometimes we come to this well and
we say, People, we need to come to-
gether. Well, what we’ve got to under-
stand is what we have just heard the
last 2 weeks from people in our district
is that they want to see action. They
don’t understand sequester when
you’ve got all this money sitting out
there that is being wasted and duplica-
tion in programs such as three pro-
grams to study catfish.

As I said in the committee the other
day, I've fished for catfish all my life.
I don’t understand why we need that
much inspection.

What we need now is action to cut
the waste. We’ve proposed a balanced
budget from the Republican perspec-
tive. We’re going to continue to fight
to put our fiscal house in order.

REDUCING GUN VIOLENCE

(Mr. PAYNE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. PAYNE. Madam Speaker, the

gun safety debate that we are having is
not about politics or political means. It
is about doing what’s right by our fam-
ilies, protecting our children, and re-
ducing the gun violence that persists in
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the streets of my district every single
day. If Congress has the power to pre-
vent some of this senseless violence,
then we have a moral obligation to do
S0.

Background checks are an absolute
must. Criminals and the mentally ill
should not be able to go online or walk
into a gun show and walk away with a
gun.

My bill, the Safer Neighborhoods Gun
Buyback Act, provides a 25 percent
markup on guns traded in, creating an
incentive to get the most widely used
guns in crimes off of our streets.

It’s not complicated. These are com-
monsense reforms, and the victims of
gun violence and their families deserve
a vote.

So I urge my Republican colleagues
to bring this legislation to the floor.
We owe it to the American people, and
New Jersey families should not have to
wait any longer for commonsense re-
form.

———

THE 50TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE
USS “THRESHER” DISASTER

(Ms. SHEA-PORTER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. SHEA-PORTER. This week
marks the 50th anniversary of a ter-
rible submarine disaster. The USS
Thresher, the first in a new class of
subs designed to answer the Soviet
threat in the Cold War, left the world’s
greatest shipyard, the Portsmouth
Naval Shipyard, to conduct sea trials
on April 10, 1963. Disaster struck, and
America lost 129 of its finest men that
day.

I honor these men who are on eternal
patrol, and I honor their families, their
wives and their children, some of whom
never met their dads. Their sacrifices
did lead to a sub safety program.

One of the surviving children wrote a
song about his dad, and he said, ‘A
man whose love is stronger than the
tide that’s taken you away.”

Let’s pause and remember
great men and their families.

———

STOP THE SENSELESS GUN
VIOLENCE

(Ms. FRANKEL of Florida asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. FRANKEL of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I'm here because of Angel. Angel
was just an ordinary teenager. She
loved basketball. She liked to hang
out. In fact, that’s all she was doing on
a balmy night in West Palm Beach,
just hanging out, when she was vio-
lently killed by a man, devoid of hu-
manity, armed with a gun.

And so, instead of dressing Angel for
her prom, her mother dressed her for
her funeral. Instead of attending An-
gel’s graduation, her family visited her
gravesite.

Isn’t it time to take the guns out of
the hands of criminals and madmen?

these
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Isn’t it time for this Congress to stop
the senseless gun violence?
Mr. Speaker, let us vote.

———
O 1240

AMERICA WORKS ACT

(Mr. SCHNEIDER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, this
week, Mr. HOYER launched his Make It
In America initiative to strengthen our
manufacturing sector and spur job
growth. American manufacturing has
been a bright spot in our economic re-
covery, but too often I hear from my
district that a lack of skilled workers
is limiting their opportunities for
growth. In Illinois’ 10th District, we
have nearly 700 manufacturing facili-
ties employing over 98,000 people.
These businesses, and our country, will
remain globally competitive only if we
continue to develop and train our
workforce with the skills necessary for
the highly technical work that 2lst-
century manufacturing requires.

That’s precisely why I introduced the
AMERICA Works Act. I'm proud to
have it included in the Make It In
America agenda. This commonsense
legislation promotes collaboration be-
tween industry leaders, colleges, and
job-training programs to prepare stu-
dents and workers with the precise
skills and jobs where talented people
are most needed. AMERICA Works and
the Make It In America agenda is the
comprehensive approach we need to en-
sure success for American workers and
manufacturers.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 1120, PREVENTING
GREATER UNCERTAINTY IN
LABOR-MANAGEMENT RELA-
TIONS ACT

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, by direction
of the Committee on Rules, I call up
House Resolution 146 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 146

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution it shall be in order to consider in
the House the bill (H.R. 1120) to prohibit the
National Labor Relations Board from taking
any action that requires a quorum of the
members of the Board until such time as
Board constituting a quorum shall have been
confirmed by the Senate, the Supreme Court
issues a decision on the constitutionality of
the appointments to the Board made in Jan-
uary 2012, or the adjournment sine die of the
first session of the 113th Congress. All points
of order against consideration of the bill are
waived. In lieu of the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute recommended by the
Committee on Education and the Workforce
now printed in the bill, an amendment in the
nature of a substitute consisting of the text
of Rules Committee Print 113-6, shall be con-
sidered as adopted. The bill, as amended,
shall be considered as read. All points of
order against provisions in the bill, as
amended, are waived. The previous question
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shall be considered as ordered on the bill, as
amended, and on any further amendment
thereto, to final passage without intervening
motion except: (1) one hour of debate equally
divided and controlled by the chair and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee on
Education and the Workforce; and (2) one
motion to recommit with or without instruc-
tions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COL-
LINS of Georgia). The gentlewoman
from North Carolina is recognized for 1
hour.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, for the pur-
pose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Colorado (Mr. PoLIS), pending
which I yield myself such time as I
may consume. During consideration of
this resolution, all time yielded is for
the purpose of debate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members have 5
legislative days to revise and extend
their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from North Carolina?

There was no objection.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, House Reso-
lution 146 provides for a closed rule
providing for consideration of H.R.
1120, the Preventing Greater Uncer-
tainty in Labor-Management Relations
Act. Although the Rules Committee so-
licited amendments last week, we re-
ceived only two amendments, one Dem-
ocrat and one Republican, neither of
which was germane to the bill.

Mr. Speaker, my colleagues on the
House Education and Workforce Com-
mittee and I have been hard at work
conducting oversight and challenging
the National Labor Relations Board on
its anti-jobs agenda. In January 2012,
President Obama made three so-called
“‘recess appointments’ to the National
Labor Relations Board while Congress
was not in recess, in violation of the
Constitution. The U.S. Court of Ap-
peals for the District of Columbia re-
cently ruled these appointments were
unconstitutional. This decision calls
into question every action the Board
has taken since these so-called recess
appointments were made.

The bill before us today, H.R. 1120,
would provide greater certainty for em-
ployers and unions by requiring the
Board to cease all activity that re-
quires a three-member quorum and
prohibits the Board from enforcing any
decision made since the appointments
in question were made in January 2012.

It is important to note also what this
bill does not do. It does not prohibit
the National Labor Relations Board’s
regional offices from accepting and
processing charges of unfair labor prac-
tices. The bill also allows the Board to
resume activities if one of the three
following conditions is met:

The U.S. Supreme Court rules on the
constitutionality of recess appoint-
ments;

A quorum of the Board is confirmed
by the Senate;

The expiration of the recess ap-
pointees’ terms at the end of this year.
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Finally, H.R. 1120 ensures any action
approved by the so-called ‘‘recess ap-
pointees” is reviewed and approved by
a future Board that has been constitu-
tionally appointed.

As my colleagues across the aisle are
sure to point out, the President has re-
cently nominated three individuals for
Senate confirmation, in addition to the
two he nominated in February. The bill
before us remains necessary as a com-
monsense pause button on the Board’s
activities while the legal uncertainty
is resolved. It would give employers
and unions the certainty they need to
operate in the interim.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote in favor of this rule and the under-
lying bill, and I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. POLIS. I thank the gentlelady
for yielding the customary 30 minutes,
and I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in opposi-
tion to both the rule and the under-
lying bill. The bill is inaccurately
named. In fact, quite to the contrary,
the bill should be called the Creating
Greater Uncertainty in Labor-Manage-
ment Relations Act, throwing into
question actions of this Board, deci-
sions on both sides, as well as agree-
ments that have been reached through
the process in the interest of business,
as well as working Americans.

Two weeks ago, Congress approved a
continuing resolution on a bipartisan
basis to prevent the Federal Govern-
ment from closing. There were give-
and-takes. There were things in it from
both sides that weren’t perfect. Never-
theless, the majority and minority in
this House, the Republicans and Demo-
crats, worked together in good faith,
successfully, to prevent a government
shutdown, consistent with what the
American people wanted and consistent
with any responsible stewardship of the
public trust.

After achieving that, I was initially
optimistic that when the House recon-
vened this week, we might be able to
build on the spirit of compromise, per-
haps tackling the difficult issue of fix-
ing our broken immigration system
and replacing it with one that works,
that restores the rule of law, perhaps
dealing with some of the gun safety
issues that are being debated across so-
ciety, perhaps dealing with tax reform
and bringing down our rates and broad-
ening the base, perhaps dealing with fi-
nally battling our budget deficit.

But, instead, here we are back in
Congress, picking up where we were be-
fore we worked together on the con-
tinuing resolution, passing pointless
bills for presumably political reasons—
bills that have no sign of passage in the
Senate, bills that have a direct veto
threat from the President of the United
States, which is in his Statement of
Administration Policy which I entered
into the RECORD last night in the Rules
Committee, and just as importantly, a
bill that has no positive impact on the
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most important issue facing our coun-
try today—job creation and economic
growth.

Mr. Speaker, this bill is an attack on
American workers; this bill is an at-
tack on American businesses. Pure and
simple, H.R. 1120 would effectively shut
down the National Labor Relations
Board, invalidate all 569 decisions that
the NLRB made between January 12
and March of this year.

My colleagues claim this is a re-
sponse to the D.C. Circuit Court deci-
sion. But when have we ever enshrined
an intermediate court decision into
statute? It makes absolutely no sense.
This court decision found that nearly
all recess appointments are invalid; but
the reality is the decision of the D.C.
Circuit conflicts entirely with judicial
precedent and past practice.

President Reagan made 232 recess ap-
pointments. George H.W. Bush made 78.
George W. Bush made 171. So far, Presi-
dent Obama has made 32—far fewer
than his predecessors. In fact, every
President since Reagan has appointed a
member of the NLRB through a recess
appointment.

In the absence of legislative action,
any responsible Chief Executive takes
the prerogative to make our laws and
system of government work. If this
body fails to pass immigration reform,
the President might build upon the de-
ferred action program and try to do
what he can for detention reform. We
need to change the laws. But failing
that, what can a President do besides
try to make those laws work?
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In the absence of taking up ESEA re-
authorization, in the absence of replac-
ing No Child Left Behind with a Fed-
eral education law that gets account-
ability right and expands and rep-
licates what works in public education
and improves what isn’t working, in
the absence of doing that, the Presi-
dent and Secretary Duncan have taken
the prerogative to grant waivers for
States on a statutory framework that
we know is insufficient and doesn’t
work.

So, again, it’s no surprise that, in the
absence of taking up nominees, the
President used his recess appointment
power to make sure that the important
functions of government could con-
tinue.

When have we ever, as a House, re-
sponded directly to intermediate cir-
cuit court decisions by instantly mak-
ing them statutes? Look, the majority
of this House of Representatives wasn’t
so confident in the D.C. Circuit when it
said that ObamaCare was constitu-
tional. We didn’t see bills instantly to
say ObamaCare is constitutional be-
cause the D.C. District Court said it
was constitutional. What about when
the D.C. District Court upheld the con-
stitutionality of civil unions in Wash-
ington, D.C.? Was there a bill from my
colleagues on the other side to in-
stantly say that civil unions are con-
stitutional?
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Look, this is in process through the
judicial branch of government. We need
to wait until the Supreme Court has
decided if they will even rule in this
case before we decide what to do on a
statutory basis.

The executive branch needs to make
the mechanisms of government work to
the best of their ability. The legisla-
tive branch makes the laws. The judi-
cial branch determines if either of the
other two branches impugn the rights
of one another or of the American peo-
ple. It is a system that has served us
well since our founding, and it’s one
that this bill flies in the face of.

Again, despite this bill’s title, ‘‘Pre-
venting Greater Uncertainty in Labor-
Management Relationships,” it actu-
ally achieves the exact opposite—cre-
ates greater uncertainty in labor-man-
agement relationships. It throws judi-
cial precedent and nearly 600 NLRB
rulings into limbo.

American businesses would be se-
verely harmed if this bill were to be-
come law, which, of course, there is no
chance of. It won’t be taken up by the
Senate. The President would veto it.

But were it to become law, like many
other political measures that have
been pursued in this body, it would
generate regulatory uncertainty that
would hang over business, hurting
their valuations, preventing hiring of
new employees, hurting the public
marketplace, impacting entrepreneurs,
employers, and workers to the det-
riment of our economy, destroying jobs
in this country. Without a forum in
which to mediate disagreements, labor
and management, alike, have no re-
course to iron out their differences and
less incentive to iron out their dif-
ferences. Passage of this bill could
cause more strikes from workers, dam-
aging businesses and hurting workers.

The underlying bill could very well
be named the ‘‘Strike Promotion Act.”
Instead of allowing Members and en-
couraging both sides of labor-manage-
ment disputes to offer improvements
and find common ground, quite the
contrary, it destroys the very incen-
tives that they have to reach agree-
ment.

Mr. Speaker, it’s too bad that the
NLRB has become such a political
punching bag, because I and many of
my colleagues would certainly enjoy
the opportunity to debate common-
sense proposals to improve the rela-
tionship between employers and em-
ployees. If we want to have a debate
about the NLRB, let us have that de-
bate directly, not through some impo-
sition into judicial prerogative. Let’s
bring in representatives from busi-
nesses and labor organizations. Let’s
hear from workers and businesses
across America.

Look, if there’s improvements to be
made to the process that can lead to
quicker response times, that can lead
to fairer adjudication, if there’s im-
provements that American businesses
and American workers can agree on to
make the process work better for eco-

April 11, 2013

nomic growth and prosperity, let’s do
it. This bill does none of that. It leads
to more strikes, leads to greater eco-
nomic uncertainty, leads to destruc-
tion of jobs, leads to an interruption in
the ability of a Chief Executive of this
country—whomever he or she may be—
from implementing the law to the best
of their ability; and it’s a bill that is,
frankly, a waste of our time to even de-
bate here on the floor of the House
since we know that it has no chance of
passage.

This bill is purely put before us for
political intentions to perhaps satisfy
some fringe element somewhere that
likes this bill and likes to bash the
rights of workers. But there’s a lot of
important work to be done, work that
is too important for us to waste our
time on this form of political pos-
turing, which only stands to destroy
jobs, hurt the economy, and create
greater uncertainty, damaging Amer-
ican businesses and American workers.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, we need jobs
in this country. There are nearly 12
million Americans unemployed and
anxious to find work.

President Obama and the Senate
Democrats’ policies of higher taxes,
record spending, and bigger govern-
ment have failed to create jobs or boost
economic growth. Put simply, this
economy is growing too slowly to re-
place the millions of jobs lost. The fail-
ure of the President’s runaway spend-
ing, deficits, and debt is being felt by
every family struggling to put food on
the table and pay their mortgages.

The March 2013 labor force participa-
tion rate is the lowest since 1979, and
the 1-month increase in March 2013 of
663,000 new people not in the labor
force is the largest increase ever re-
corded for the month of March since
this data started being collected in
1975. If these individuals ‘‘not in the
workforce’ were counted in the official
unemployment rate, that rate would
increase to 11.2 percent.

Additionally, there are 47.3 million
Americans receiving food stamps,
which is equivalent to 15 percent of the
population and represents, by far, the
largest number in history. This number
stands in stark contrast to when Presi-
dent Obama took office and there were
only 31.9 million Americans using food
stamps. Today, nearly one in seven
Americans is on food stamps. What a
sad commentary about our country.

All these statistics ultimately say
the same thing: everyday Americans
will keep struggling until our economy
turns around. Fortunately for the
American people, House Republicans
have a plan for helping to restore eco-
nomic growth and create jobs through-
out the country.

The liberal elite simply cannot un-
derstand that more spending does not
mean more jobs. Reckless deficit
spending, mounting debt, growing red
tape, higher taxes, a confusing Tax
Code, higher energy prices, and ramp-
ant uncertainty all have job creators
playing defense.
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Campaigning for another failed stim-
ulus and more job-destroying taxes,
President Obama has repeatedly and
falsely asserted that ‘‘Congress isn’t
willing to move’’ legislation to facili-
tate job growth.

While the President plays politics,
House Republicans have been working
and approving legislation to promote
economic growth and job creation. The
Republican plan for growth tears down
barriers to job creation because jobs
are priority number one.

As part of this plan, we are working
diligently to cut job-killing red tape
that costs small businesses $10,585 per
employee each year; reduce gas prices;
create jobs by producing more Amer-
ican energy, which is important since
every penny increased per gallon of gas
costs consumers $4 million per day;
simplify the job-killing Tax Code that
cost Americans $168 billion in 2010 just
to comply with it; prevent job-Kkilling
tax hikes on small businesses; reduce
uncertainty by tackling the debt crisis
with responsible spending cuts; and the
Republican plan will get Washington
out of the way and put American job
creators back on the offense.

Growing jobs and eliminating the
deficit go hand in hand. To balance the
budget, we need both spending cuts and
real economic growth.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. POLIS. Well, it sounds like I
agree with the gentlelady on many of
our national priorities. For goodness
sake, let’s reform the Tax Code; let’s
bring down rates. Gas prices, my con-
stituents are complaining about them;
let’s take action. Preventing tax in-
creases, balancing the budget, making
sure that we have a business climate
that’s friendly for small businesses,
why aren’t we talking about any of
that on the floor of the House today in-
stead of enshrining a D.C. District
Court decision into statute, to the det-
riment of job creation, to the det-
riment of American business, against
many of those great concepts that my
colleague, Dr. FOXX, espoused?

So, I mean, I think there’s got to be
a connection here. I think the Amer-
ican people are smart enough to make
it. It’s great to pay lip service to all
these wonderful things that Democrats
and Republicans want to pursue, but
what are we doing with our legislative
time that taxpayers pay for here in the
House? We’re trying to prevent the
President from implementing the law
that Congress has made.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I'd like to
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. ANDREWS).

(Mr. ANDREWS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ANDREWS. I thank my friend for
yielding.

In the summer of 2011, as the country
continued to see rising deficits, Mem-
bers of the Congress knew that they
had to do something about that in con-
nection with the extension of what we
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call the debt ceiling, which lets the
country borrow money to pay its bills.
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As a part of that agreement, a large
number of people from both parties
voted for something that hasn’t turned
out very well, and it’s called sequestra-
tion. This is not something that’s just
a word that gets tossed around in this
Chamber and has ©political con-
sequences; it is having a real and nega-
tive impact on the country.

I just came from a hearing of the
Armed Services Committee where the
chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff
and the Secretary of Defense told us
that nine battle groups and three
bomber groups of our Air Force and our
Navy planes have been grounded.
About one-third of the Nation’s air ca-
pacity isn’t flying.

Across the country today, people who
are on Medicare who need chemo-
therapy treatments from their doctors’
offices are finding that many doctors
are declining to do chemotherapy
treatments for cancer patients because
of the cuts that take place in seques-
tration.

I met earlier this week with employ-
ees of the Naval Sea Systems engineer-
ing command in Philadelphia, whom I
represent. They are looking at a 20 per-
cent pay cut because of furloughs.
These are real problems that are affect-
ing real people. The House is opting to
do nothing about this—nothing.

The economists have told us that
these ill-advised sequestration cuts
will cost the economy 750,000 jobs this
year. Mr. VAN HOLLEN, my friend from
Maryland, has a bill, and that bill says
that we should save an amount of
money equal to what the sequestration
is allegedly saving and not have these
cuts in cancer care and not have a
third of our air power grounded and not
have Federal employees take a 20 per-
cent pay cut.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN proposes that we cut
subsidies to huge o0il companies, that
we cut subsidies to huge agri-
businesses, and we have people who
make more than $1 million a year in
income pay a slightly higher tax rate.
I understand, ladies and gentlemen of
the House, that some would agree with
that proposal and others would dis-
agree with that proposal. That’s de-
mocracy.

We’re not even taking a vote on that
proposal because the majority Repub-
lican leadership has refused to put on
this floor any piece of legislation that
would stop this harm to the country. I
know they’ll say it’s the President’s
fault or it’s the Senate’s fault or it’s
whoever.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. POLIS. I yield the gentleman an
additional minute.

Mr. ANDREWS. I thank my friend for
yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I know that there will
be lots of back and forth about whose
fault it was that we got into this posi-
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tion. It’s everyone’s fault. There are
people on both sides of the aisle that
made a bad judgment on this. I’'m one
of them. But now we have a responsi-
bility to fix it; and if the majority has
an idea as to how we could fix the se-
quester problem, bring it to the floor.

Since the new Congress took office
on January 3 of this year, there has not
been one hearing, not one markup, not
one bill, not one vote on fixing this
problem that threatens the jobs of
750,000 Americans. Rather than this
metaphysical legal debate we’re about
to have about the National Labor Rela-
tions Board, why don’t we put on the
House floor legislation that would cre-
ate jobs in this country, postpone the
sequester, and deal with the problems
that we talked about here today. The
House is in session, but it’s missing in
action when it comes to addressing the
real problems of the American people.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

If we defeat the previous question, I
will offer an amendment to this rule
that will allow the House to hold a
vote on the Paycheck Fairness Act.
Here we are in 2013—2013—and yet
women make 77 cents for every dollar
made by a man for equal work. Equal
pay is not just a problem for women,
but for all American families who work
hard to pay their bills. It’s high time
that this body took up the Paycheck
Fairness Act, which we will do if we de-
feat the previous question.

To discuss our proposal, I would like
to yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Connecticut (Ms. DELAURO).

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to the previous question.
Defeat of the previous question will
allow the gentleman from Colorado to
amend the rule to provide for consider-
ation of the Paycheck Fairness Act, an
act that addresses the persistent prob-
lem of unequal pay in our economy.

It has now been 50 years since Con-
gress passed the Equal Pay Act to con-
front the ‘‘serious and endemic’ prob-
lem of unequal wages in America.
President John F. Kennedy signed that
bill into law to end ‘‘the unconscion-
able practice of paying female employ-
ees less wages than male employees for
the same job.”

But that practice persists today.
Today, even though women are now
half of the Nation’s workforce, they are
still only being paid 77 cents on the
dollar as compared to men. This holds
true across occupations and education
levels. Don’t let anyone fool you or tell
you that if you hold constant for edu-
cation and other areas that, in fact,
there is no wage gap; it is just not true.
A simple piece of legislation that says:
men and women—same job, same pay.
Those of us who serve in the Congress,
men and women, all parts of the coun-
try, different education skills, different
skill sets in general, we get paid the
same amount of money. It’s true in the
military as well.
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This week, we once again recognize
Equal Pay Day, the day in 2013 when a
woman’s earnings for 2012 catch up to
what a man made last year. Unequal
pay not only affects women; it affects
families all across the country who are
trying to pay their bills, trying to
achieve the American Dream, and are
getting less take-home pay than they
deserve for their hard work.

Everyone here agrees that women
should be paid the same as men for the
same work. That is what paycheck
fairness is all about—same job, same
pay.

It is why President Obama called for
passage of the Paycheck Fairness Act
in the State of the Union address in
January.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.

Mr. POLIS. I yield the gentlelady an
additional 30 seconds.

Ms. DELAURQO. Because it is time for
us to come together and take the next
steps to stop pay discrimination—by
putting an end to pay secrecy,
strengthening workers’ ability to chal-
lenge discrimination, and bringing
equal pay law into line with other civil
rights laws.

I urge my colleagues to defeat the
previous question, support the Pay-
check Fairness Act and unequal pay for
good. Fifty years after the Equal Pay
Act, it is finally time to give women
the tools they need to ensure that they
are paid what they deserve for the
same day’s work. What are we waiting
for in this body?

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

This is a typical liberal habit: do as
I say, not as I do.

I think, Mr. Speaker, that our col-
league from Connecticut should direct
her comments to the White House.
There is absolutely nothing to stop the
White House from correcting the egre-
gious pay differentials that exist there
among the most liberal group in the
country.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. POLIS. Before further yielding, I
am going to yield 30 seconds to the
gentlelady from Connecticut to re-
spond.

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, I would
tell my colleague that, in fact, this
body, under different leadership than
this current majority, passed the pay-
check fairness bill twice. It has to be
done through the Congress; we have
the ability to do it. I would suggest to
my colleagues, who on the other side of
the aisle would like to talk about pay
equity for women, that they sign the
discharge petition. We have 200 Mem-
bers who are aboard. Let’s get this bill
out of the committee, onto the floor,
vote for it as we did in the past, and
send it to the Senate so that it could
be passed there as well.

I thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I would like
to yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. DELANEY).
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Mr. DELANEY. I appreciate my good
friend from Colorado yielding me this
time.

Mr. Speaker, I also rise in support of
the Paycheck Fairness Act.

Last year, 58 percent of the college
graduates in this country were women.
Right now in this country, over 50 per-
cent of the individuals that have col-
lege degrees are women, and last year
in corporate America, 53 percent of new
hires for positions that required a col-
lege degree were given to women. This
reflects broad, gender-based parity
with respect to universities and with
respect to entry-level positions in cor-
porate America.

However, Mr. Speaker, when we look
at what’s going on with respect to ad-
vancement—in other words, women’s
ability to climb or ascend the cor-
porate ladder—we see a very different
story emerging. Even though 50 per-
cent of the workers with college de-
grees in corporate America are women,
when it came to promotions for man-
agers, only 37 percent of those went to
women. When it came to promotions
for vice presidents, only 25 percent
went to women. And when it came to
promotions towards the executive com-
mittee level or the C-suite, if you will,
only 15 percent went to women. This
reflects a significant talent drain that
occurs with respect to women as they
advance in corporate America.

Mr. Speaker, this is a very signifi-
cant problem for this country and for
every American. It’s a problem if you
care about our economy. To have a pro-
ductive and growth-oriented economy,
we need diversity, diversity of ideas,
and we cannot have that unless women
are represented in policymaking deci-
sions of corporations.

This is a problem, Mr. Speaker, if we
care about competitiveness because we
cannot have a competitive economy if
we make decisions based on gender and
not based on merit.

This is a problem, Mr. Speaker, if
you care about working families. More
than 50 percent of the breadwinners in
this country are women. If they don’t
have the same access that men do, it
not only affects them, but it affects
their children.

Mr. Speaker, this is a problem if we
care about women, if we care about
young women in particular and our
daughters. And as a father of four
daughters, I care very deeply about
making sure my daughters have a view
that they have equality of opportunity
regardless of whatever career they
choose.

We have to change the mindset of in-
stitutions, the mindset of individuals,
and this legislation helps do that.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I'd like to
reiterate again—and my colleague
from Connecticut has left—that there
is absolutely nothing that would pre-
vent the White House from giving
equal pay to people in jobs there. We
don’t need new legislation to do that.
It’s certainly possible for the White
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House to do it now. And that is one of
the most egregious situations of dif-
ferential pay that exists in the country
right now.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

I would respond to the gentlelady
that most women in this country don’t
work for the White House. Most women
in this country work for private sector
employers, public sector employers,
and others.

We care about all women. We want to
ensure paycheck fairness—same work,
same pay. But somehow addressing this
among a handful of women in the
White House hardly addresses the real
needs of American families, where
women across our country in Colorado,
in California, North Carolina, and
Texas are earning 77 cents on the dol-
lar.

It’s unfair. And as my colleague Mr.
DELANEY pointed out, it doesn’t en-
hance American economic competitive-
ness. It hurts us as a country to have
pay based on bias rather than merit.
It’s simply the wrong way to go.

President Obama needs this body to
act and pass the Paycheck Fairness
Act for us to be able to make sure that
pay discrimination cannot endure in
this country.

With that, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON
LEE).

(Ms. JACKSON LEE asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I
thank my colleagues and friends who
are managing this legislation.

We are in the Judiciary Committee
passing something called the REINS
Act because our friends on the other
side of the aisle don’t believe that the
President is omnipotent.

Frankly, as my good friend from Col-
orado said, the President doesn’t con-
trol the bus drivers and school aides
and nurses aides and doesn’t control
the secretaries and doesn’t control the
construction workers who happen to be
women. They don’t control those indi-
viduals. Oh, and let’s not forget the of-
fice workers who happen to be women.

Many of my constituents who get up
every morning—I saw one young
woman, Mr. PoOLIS, get on a city bus,
drop her child off at the school, really
do a marathon dash to the school in
order for the bus to make a U-turn
around—not a school bus, a city bus—
to get on that bus to track all the way
across to get to her job. I can assure
you that she is not getting probably
equal pay for equal work because that
is the dilemma that we have.

So I support ordering the previous
question and voting ‘‘no’” so that we
can move forward and do the right
thing.

And that just compounds my reason
for coming to oppose this rule on the
Preventing Greater Uncertainty in
Labor-Management Relations Act be-
cause it is, in essence, a complete oppo-
site. I would call it something else, but
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I'm going to restrain myself. H.R. 1120
is ridiculous.

In actuality, my friends, what it does
is put a spear through the relationships
that corporate and workers are able to
have before the NLRB. The President
has just finished appointing Repub-
licans and Democrats—three Demo-
crats and two Republicans—to do the
work that brings businesses together
for a fair assessment of their issue with
working people.

Many resolutions of issues dealing
with fair pay, dealing with working
conditions are done at the NLRB.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.

Mr. POLIS. I yield an additional 30
seconds to the gentlewoman from
Texas.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. I thank the gen-
tleman.

Do you know what this bill does? It
puts a knife in the process that has
been used by President Bush 140
times—recess appointments—to keep
the work of the American people going
forward. How backwards is that?

I love my friends, but we need to put
on the floor sensible gun legislation,
we need to be talking about immigra-
tion reform. But to talk about blocking
the NLRB from work when President
Bush used the same process. And the
fact that a court ordered something—
300 other opinions said the recess ap-
pointments are legitimate.

I ask my colleagues to vote down the
rule, vote down the bill, stand with
your working friends in America, stand
with our unions, stand with making
America great, and stand with peace
and reconciliation by a working NLRB.

Mr. Speaker, | rise to oppose this rule, and
the underlying bill, H.R. 1120, the “Preventing
Greater Uncertainty in Labor-Management Re-
lations Act.”

This bill effectively prevents American em-
ployees from seeking remedies when their
rights under the National Labor Relations Act,
or NLRA, are violated.

The NLRA guarantees American workers in
the private sector the right to act collectively to
improve the conditions of their workplace. This
applies for formal meetings with supervisors,
as well as to employees who gather in the
break room to discuss a new company policy
or compare their paychecks. It also protects
workers when they act together to protest
working conditions, such as leaving the build-
ing because the employer refuses to turn on
the heat. Recently, these laws protected em-
ployees who discussed their salaries with
each other on facebook. You don’t need to be
part of a union to be protected by these laws.

Under the NLRA, employees can go to the
National Labor Relations Board, or NLRB, with
these grievances.

The NLRB is also charged with conducting
elections for labor union representation and
with investigating and remedying unfair labor
practices involving unions.

Recently, the D.C. Circuit, one of our federal
appellate courts, ruled that the National Labor
Relations Board, or NLRB, cannot carry out its
congressionally delegated duties of enforcing
the NLRA because it deemed President
Obama’s appointments to the Board invalid.
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The entire decision hinged on a controver-
sial interpretation of the word “the” in our
Constitution. Article Il states that “The Presi-
dent shall have Power to fill up all Vacancies
that may happen during the Recess of the
Senate.” The court decided that this clause of
our Constitution refers to some recesses, but
not others. Many other federal courts have
disagreed with this stretched reading of our
Constitution, and in areas of the U.S. covered
by these courts, the D.C. Circuit decision does
not apply.

While we eagerly await the Supreme Court’s
verdict on the meaning of the word “the,” the
NLRB is still allowed to continue carrying out
its statutory duties under the NLRA, and
American workers still retain their rights under
the NLRA.

That is why | am opposing. This bill merely
eliminates the rights of American workers in
places outside the D.C. Circuit to seek a rem-
edy when their employer violates our National
Labor Relations Act. Without a remedy, rights
are meaningless. Depriving employees of this
remedy during these difficult economic times
is merely a stab in the back to hard working
Americans across the country. This Congress
should not take actions that undermine Amer-
ican employees and working families.

The argument that an active NLRB pro-
duces economic uncertainty is unfounded.
America has prospered since the creation of
the NLRB. Other countries that have much
stronger laws protecting worker rights and are
much more heavily unionized, such as Aus-
tralia, Canada, Germany, and the Netherlands,
are doing better or at least as well as the
United States in this economic downturn. H.R.
1120 merely seeks to add more uncertainty
and create fewer rights for American workers
during these tough economic times.

Mr. Speaker, | oppose this rule, and the un-
derlying bill. Congress should not remove the
ability for employees to seek redress for work-
place wrongs. Instead, we need to stand up
for our employees and working families.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

I want to respond again to my col-
league from Colorado in his saying that
we have to pass a bill on pay equity to
get the President to do the right thing.
That just seems incomprehensible to
me.

I think the President should be our
leader in this country and should prac-
tice what he preaches, and so should
our colleagues across the aisle. I think
that the White House could show itself
as a model for the rest of the country
by paying the women in the White
House the same as the men are being
paid. I find it interesting that our col-
leagues have simply ignored what is
happening in the White House and call
for a bill to be passed to make the
President do what is the right thing. In
the past, our country and the people in
our country have looked to our Presi-
dent to be a role model for us.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the
balance of my time, and I would ask
the gentleman if he is ready to close.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I have one
remaining speaker.

I happen to have a gentlelady cur-
rently working for the Rules Com-
mittee sitting next to me here and
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helping with our research on this bill,
and she informs me she used to work
for the White House. She’s a female.
She tells me she was paid the exact
same amount as her male colleagues.

With that, I'd like to yield 2 minutes
to the gentlelady from Ohio (Ms. KAP-
TUR).

Ms. KAPTUR. I thank Congressmen
Polis, a leader on these issues, for
yielding me time.

I rise, Mr. Speaker, in opposition to
the rule and the underlying bill, which
would prevent the National Labor Re-
lations Board from doing its job.

The NLRB is tasked with protecting
employees’ rights to organize by help-
ing employees determine whether they
want a union to represent their inter-
ests or not.

Nations with bargaining rights have
middle classes; those that don’t have
bargaining rights don’t have middle
classes.

The NLRB also investigates charges
of unfair labor practices from both em-
ployees and employers, facilitates set-
tlements rather than expensive lengthy
litigation, and enforces rules by admin-
istrative law judges that provide or-
derly procedures to prevent the disrup-
tion of the flow of commerce due to a
labor dispute.

This bill before us is just another
partisan ploy to undermine union
workers and continues the Republican
war against the middle class.

First we had the Ryan budget, which
would put the burden of paying for two
wars and tax cuts for the wealthy on
the backs of seniors and our middle
class families. Now we have a bill that
would result in violations of worker
rights going unpunished, union elec-
tions not being certified, and that
would end recourse for workers who are
wrongfully terminated.

Instead of letting the courts do their
job, Republicans want to take a Big
Government action by preempting any
decision from a higher court.
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This bill ignores the fact that Repub-
licans in the Senate would not allow
for a vote on any of the President’s
nominees, and said publicly that they
just wanted to make the NLRB inoper-
ative.

It is ironic that when President
Obama follows the path as President
Reagan and President Bush did, that of
appointing individuals to carry out the
work of our government, the Repub-
lican House proposes a bill to com-
pletely undermine an independent Fed-
eral agency.

Finally, studies show that the
world’s best performing economies and
strongest middle classes have high
union density and a high level of co-
operation between labor and manage-
ment. If Republicans care about cre-
ating jobs and strengthening our econ-
omy, then why are they considering a
bill that would take away a forum for
employers and unions to work out
their differences?
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Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
join me in opposing this rule and the
underlying bill.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I assume the
gentleman is ready to close, so I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. POLIS. I am ready to close, and
I yield myself the remainder of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Colorado is recognized for
4 minutes.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to insert the text of the
amendment in the RECORD, along with
extraneous material, immediately
prior to the vote on the previous ques-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Colorado?

There was no objection.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, rather than
addressing a number of issues that my
colleagues have talked about here
today, whether that issue is gas prices,
whether it’s equal pay for women,
whether that’s equal pay in the White
House or equal pay for Main Street
America, that’s something that’s im-
portant to American families. Whether
it’s balancing our budget, whether it’s
keeping taxes low and making sure
that American businesses can go and
create jobs, none of those things are
being talked about here today. Instead,
we are bringing forward a bill that
would be a bureaucratic nightmare, all
without protecting a single American
worker and without protecting a single
American business.

This bill was reported out of the Edu-
cation and the Workforce Committee,
on which I serve, without a single
Democratic vote, and it is being rushed
to the floor for consideration at a time
when we face record deficits, record gas
prices, have a crisis for which we need
to create jobs; yet here we are, debat-
ing a bill that will go nowhere, and if
it did, it would destroy jobs in our
country.

I'd love to see us spending more time
balancing the budget and in training
and educating our workforce—pre-
paring kids for the jobs of the future.
We have limited floor time here in
Washington. Every moment that we
have is sponsored by the taxpayers of
this great country. We owe it to those
who elect us and those who pay for this
body to be open as they pay for the
very cameras which allow Americans
to watch us here today. We owe it to
them to invest the limited time we
have here wisely, on critical issues of
national importance, including making
sure that women across our country
are paid the same amount for equal
work.

If we are going to have a discussion
of the NLRB, let’s at least do it in a se-
rious way rather than trying to en-
shrine a D.C. District Court decision
into law. Let’s bring businesses and
workers together and have serious dis-
cussion; involve Senate Republicans,
involve Senate Democrats, involve the
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administration to come up with a bet-
ter framework for ensuring that labor
and management can work together to
promote American competitiveness, to
grow jobs and to grow the middle class.

That’s not what today’s process is
about, but these are just a few of the
ways we could improve the broken
process. Unfortunately, again, it seems
like the Republicans have chosen none
of the above.

I urge a ‘‘no”’ vote on the rule and on
the bill, and I urge my colleagues to
vote “no’” and defeat the previous ques-
tion.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time.

In closing, Mr. Speaker, House Re-
publicans are committed to upholding
the Constitution and providing cer-
tainty for employers, employees, and
unions. The rule before us today pro-
vides for the consideration of a bill
that ensures that certainty by pressing
“pause’ on the National Labor Rela-
tions Board’s activities until the legal
uncertainty is resolved.

Therefore, I urge my colleagues to
vote for this rule and the underlying
bill.

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, research re-
leased this week from the National Federation
of Independent Business indicates that more
small businesses are decreasing their number
of employees than increasing. On top of that,
the net percent of owners planning to hire new
employees fell last month to zero percent.

Some of this unfortunate news can be attrib-
uted to the legal chaos created by the Admin-
istration’s recess appointments to the National
Labor Relations Board, NLRB—appointments
that a U.S. Court of Appeals rendered uncon-
stitutional. Despite this ruling, the NLRB con-
tinues to issue job-crushing edicts.

Unfortunately, this confusion is only creating
more costly litigation—not jobs.

The Preventing Greater Uncertainty in
Labor-Management Relations Act, H.R. 1120,
will resolve this confusion by preventing the
NLRB from implementing, administering, or
enforcing any new decisions, until a duly ap-
pointed and confirmed board can be orga-
nized.

| am proud to support this legislation on be-
half of businesses through Southwest Ohio,
and | hope the Senate will act quickly on it in
order to provide some certainty for employees
and employers.

The material previously referred to
by Mr. PoLIs is as follows:

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 146 OFFERED BY

MR. POLIS OF COLORADO

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-
lowing new sections:

SEC. 2. Immediately upon adoption of this
resolution the Speaker shall, pursuant to
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House
resolved into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 377) To amend the Fair
Labor Standards Act of 1938 to provide more
effective remedies to victims of discrimina-
tion in the payment of wages on the basis of
sex, and for other purposes. The first reading
of the bill shall be dispensed with. All points
of order against consideration of the bill are
waived. General debate shall be confined to
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the bill and shall not exceed one hour equal-
ly divided and controlled by the chair and
ranking minority member of the Committee
on Education and the Workforce. After gen-
eral debate the bill shall be considered for
amendment under the five-minute rule. All
points of order against provisions in the bill
are waived. At the conclusion of consider-
ation of the bill for amendment the Com-
mittee shall rise and report the bill to the
House with such amendments as may have
been adopted. The previous question shall be
considered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions. If the
Committee of the Whole rises and reports
that it has come to no resolution on the bill,
then on the next legislative day the House
shall, immediately after the third daily
order of business under clause 1 of rule XIV,
resolve into the Committee of the Whole for
further consideration of the bill.

SEC. 3. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not
apply to the consideration of the H.R. 377 as
specified in section 2 of this resolution.

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT
IT REALLY MEANS

This vote, the vote on whether to order the
previous question on a special rule, is not
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote
against the Republican majority agenda and
a vote to allow the Democratic minority to
offer an alternative plan. It is a vote about
what the House should be debating.

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the
House of Representatives (VI, 308-311), de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on
the rule as ‘‘a motion to direct or control the
consideration of the subject before the House
being made by the Member in charge.”” To
defeat the previous question is to give the
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that
“the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the
control of the resolution to the opposition”
in order to offer an amendment. On March
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated
the previous question and a member of the
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry,
asking who was entitled to recognition.
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said:
“The previous question having been refused,
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to
the first recognition.”

The Republican majority may say ‘‘the
vote on the previous question is simply a
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate
vote on adopting the resolution . .. [and]
has no substantive legislative or policy im-
plications whatsoever.” But that is not what
they have always said. Listen to the Repub-
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative
Process in the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, (6th edition, page 135). Here’s
how the Republicans describe the previous
question vote in their own manual: ‘“Al-
though it is generally not possible to amend
the rule because the majority Member con-
trolling the time will not yield for the pur-
pose of offering an amendment, the same re-
sult may be achieved by voting down the pre-
vious question on the rule . . . When the mo-
tion for the previous question is defeated,
control of the time passes to the Member
who led the opposition to ordering the pre-
vious question. That Member, because he
then controls the time, may offer an amend-
ment to the rule, or yield for the purpose of
amendment.”
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In Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House
of Representatives, the subchapter titled
“Amending Special Rules” states: ‘‘a refusal
to order the previous question on such a rule
[a special rule reported from the Committee
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.” (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘“Upon re-
jection of the motion for the previous ques-
tion on a resolution reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem-
ber leading the opposition to the previous
question, who may offer a proper amendment
or motion and who controls the time for de-
bate thereon.”

Clearly, the vote on the previous question
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools
for those who oppose the Republican major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan.

Ms. FOXX. I yield back the balance
of my time, and I move the previous
question on the resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX,
this 15-minute vote on ordering the
previous question will be followed by 5-
minute votes on adopting House Reso-
lution 146, if ordered, and approving
the Journal.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 226, nays
192, not voting 13, as follows:

[Roll No. 97]

YEAS—226
Aderholt Crenshaw Hanna
Alexander Culberson Harper
Amash Daines Harris
Amodei Davis, Rodney Hartzler
Bachmann Denham Hastings (WA)
Bachus Dent Heck (NV)
Barletta DeSantis Hensarling
Barr DesJarlais Herrera Beutler
Benishek Diaz-Balart Holding
Bentivolio Duffy Hudson
Bilirakis Duncan (SC) Huizenga (MI)
Bishop (UT) Duncan (TN) Hultgren
Black Ellmers Hunter
Blackburn Farenthold Hurt
Bonner Fincher Issa
Boustany Fitzpatrick Jenkins
Brady (TX) Fleischmann Johnson (OH)
Bridenstine Fleming Johnson, Sam
Brooks (AL) Flores Jones
Brooks (IN) Forbes Jordan
Broun (GA) Fortenberry Joyce
Buchanan Foxx Kelly (PA)
Bucshon Franks (AZ) King (IA)
Burgess Frelinghuysen King (NY)
Calvert Gardner Kingston
Camp Garrett Kinzinger (IL)
Campbell Gerlach Kline
Cantor Gibbs Labrador
Capito Gibson LaMalfa,
Carter Gingrey (GA) Lamborn
Cassidy Gohmert Lance
Chabot Goodlatte Lankford
Chaffetz Gosar Latham
Coble Gowdy Latta
Coffman Granger LoBiondo
Cole Graves (GA) Long
Collins (GA) Graves (MO) Lucas
Conaway Griffin (AR) Luetkemeyer
Cook Griffith (VA) Lummis
Cotton Grimm Marchant
Cramer Guthrie Marino
Crawford Hall Massie

McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
McClintock
McHenry
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Neugebauer
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Nunnelee
Olson
Palazzo
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Petri
Pittenger
Pitts
Poe (TX)
Posey
Price (GA)

Andrews
Barber
Barrow (GA)
Bass
Beatty
Becerra
Bera (CA)
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Bonamici
Brady (PA)
Brown (FL)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardenas
Carney
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castro (TX)
Chu
Cicilline
Clarke
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Conyers
Cooper
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle
Duckworth
Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Enyart
Eshoo

Esty

Farr
Fattah
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcia

Radel

Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble

Rice (SC)
Rigell

Roby

Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Royce
Runyan
Ryan (WI)
Salmon
Scalise
Schock
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)

NAYS—192

Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hahn
Hanabusa
Heck (WA)
Higgins
Himes
Hinojosa
Holt
Honda
Horsford
Hoyer
Huffman
Israel
Jackson Lee
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Kaptur
Keating
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Kirkpatrick
Kuster
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Lujan, Ben Ray
(NM)
Maffei
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
MclIntyre
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Michaud
Miller, George
Moore
Moran
Murphy (FL)
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Smith (TX)
Southerland
Stewart
Stivers
Stockman
Stutzman
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walorski
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Yoder

Yoho

Young (AK)
Young (IN)

Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Negrete McLeod
Nolan
O’Rourke
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters (CA)
Peters (MI)
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Pocan
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Richmond
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz
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Wasserman Watt Wilson (FL)
Schultz Waxman Yarmuth
Waters Welch
NOT VOTING—13
Barton Costa Pompeo
Blumenauer Hastings (FL) Speier
Braley (IA) Huelskamp Young (FL)
Castor (FL) Lynch
Collins (NY) Markey
0 13851

So the previous question was ordered.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated for:

Mr. COLLINS of New York. Mr. Speaker, on
rolicall No. 97, H. Res. 146, On Ordering the
Previous Question, had | been present, |
would have voted “yea.”

———

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following communication from the
Clerk of the House of Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, April 11, 2013.
Hon. JOHN BOEHNER,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: I have the honor to
transmit herewith a scanned copy of a letter
received from Mr. Rupert T. Borgsmiller, Ex-
ecutive Director, Illinois State Board of
Elections, indicating that, according to the
unofficial returns of the Special Election
held April 9, 2013, the Honorable Robin L.
Kelly was elected Representative to Congress
for the Second Congressional District, State
of Illinois.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
KAREN L. HAAS,
Clerk.
Enclosure.
STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS,
STATE OF ILLINOIS,
Springfield, IL, April 11, 2013.
Hon. KAREN L. HAAS,
Clerk, House of Representatives, The Capitol,
Washington, DC.

DEAR Ms. HAAS: Although it is not the nor-
mal practice of the Illinois State Board of
Elections to release unofficial election re-
sults, in response to a request from your of-
fice, we are hereby transmitting UNOFFI-
CIAL election results for the April 9, 2013
Special Election in the Second Congressional
District in the State of Illinois.

Sincerely,
RUPERT T. BORGSMILLER,
Executive Director.

—————

SWEARING IN OF THE HONORABLE
ROBIN L. KELLY, OF ILLINOIS,
AS A MEMBER OF THE HOUSE

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentle-
woman from Illinois, the Honorable
Robin Kelly, be permitted to take the
oath of office today.

Her certificate of election has not ar-
rived, but there is no contest and no
question has been raised with regard to
her election.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Illi-
nois?

There was no objection.



H1930

The SPEAKER. Will Representative-
elect Kelly and the members of the Illi-
nois delegation present themselves in
the well.

All Members will rise and the Rep-
resentative-elect will please raise her
right hand.

Ms. KELLY of Illinois appeared at
the bar of the House and took the oath
of office, as follows:

Do you solemnly swear that you will sup-
port and defend the Constitution of the
United States against all enemies, foreign
and domestic; that you will bear true faith
and allegiance to the same; that you take
this obligation freely, without any mental
reservation or purpose of evasion; and that
you will well and faithfully discharge the du-
ties of the office on which you are about to
enter, so help you God.

The SPEAKER. Congratulations, you
are now a Member of the 113th Con-
gress.

———

WELCOMING THE HONORABLE
ROBIN L. KELLY TO THE HOUSE
OF REPRESENTATIVES

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
GUTIERREZ) is recognized for 1 minute.

There was no objection.

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield that 1 minute to the distin-
guished gentleman from Illinois, BOBBY
RUSH. His name obviously ends in R
and mine in G and that’s why I got to
be the dean, but we’re sharing this to-
gether because this is a joyous day.

Congressman BOBBY RUSH, please in-
troduce the gentlelady.

Mr. RUSH. I want to thank my col-
league, LUIS GUTIERREZ, the dean of
the Illinois delegation.

Ladies and gentlemen of the House,
it is my honor to introduce to you one
of the most remarkable persons that
you will ever want to meet—a fine,
outstanding, accomplished public serv-
ant, one who has cut her teeth helping
to address the pain and the problems of
those who reside in the Second Con-
gressional District.

This fine woman is a sterling exam-
ple of the kind of public officials that
we send to Washington from the Land
of Lincoln. She’s beyond reproach in
every area of her life. She commits
herself day and night to solving the
problems of common, everyday, ordi-
nary people. She’s a person with keen
vision, enormous insight, and enor-
mous capacity to accomplish what she
starts out and what she began. She is
indeed an inspiration to all of us. She
is a person that’s going to make this
House proud, the State of Illinois
proud, and the people from the Second
Congressional District very, very proud
of her.

As the Congressman from the First
Congressional District, I'm so glad to
introduce you to the new Congress-
woman from the Second Congressional
District, ROBIN KELLY.

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, I now
yield to the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. SHIMKUS).
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Mr. SHIMKUS. I thank my colleague.

We want to welcome ROBIN KELLY to
the Chamber. You’ll find that people
are working hard on both sides of the
aisle to represent the folks that they
are here to represent. The Illinois dele-
gation has a monthly bicameral lunch-
eon, and we look forward to meeting
with you there so that those
downstaters and those from other dis-
tricts can understand the concerns of
the south side of Chicago, and the like,
and you can understand the concerns of
real rural, deep southern Illinois.

Thank you, and welcome to the
Chamber.

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Thank you, Con-
gressman SHIMKUS.

And now, ladies and gentlemen, the
newest distinguished lady from the
State of Illinois (Ms. KELLY).

The SPEAKER. The gentlewoman
from Illinois is recognized.

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. Thank you so
very much. It is truly an honor to be
standing here and humbling to have
been chosen to represent the families
of the Second Congressional District. I
thank the entire Illinois delegation for
their support and advice. I would also
like to thank my many family mem-
bers, friends, and staff who are here in
the gallery today.
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As I 1look around this hallowed Cham-
ber, I know this is a place where so
much history has been made. But
today, I stand before you to talk about
our present.

I ran for Congress so that I could
work to bring about a safer, less vio-
lent, and more prosperous future, one
in which our children can grow up
without the fear of gun violence. Today
is an important day in that fight. I
look forward to working with you to
protect our children from criminals
and to protect our Second Amendment
rights for law-abiding citizens. Because
we should—and can—do both.

I look forward to working on the
many issues we face, such as creating
jobs, passing immigration reform, and
continuing the hard work of improving
our health care system. But today is
about a new beginning for the people of
the Second Congressional District, who
I am so proud and honored to rep-
resent. I look forward to being their
advocate and their champion and to
working with you to create a brighter
future for all of our constituents.

Thank you and God bless.

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield back the balance of my time.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. Under clause 5(d) of
rule XX, the Chair announces to the
House that, in light of the administra-
tion of the oath to the gentlewoman
from Illinois (Ms. KELLY), the whole
number of the House is 433.
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OF H.R. 1120, PREVENTING
GREATER UNCERTAINTY IN
LABOR-MANAGEMENT RELA-
TIONS ACT

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 5-
minute voting will continue.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, on
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER. This will be a 5-
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 226, nays
194, not voting 12, as follows:

[Roll No. 98]

YEAS—226
Aderholt Gibbs Miller (FL)
Alexander Gibson Miller (MI)
Amash Gingrey (GA) Miller, Gary
Amodei Gohmert Mullin
Bachmann Goodlatte Mulvaney
Bachus Gosar Murphy (PA)
Barletta Gowdy Neugebauer
Barr Granger Noem
Benishek Graves (GA) Nugent
Bentivolio Graves (MO) Nunes
Bilirakis Griffin (AR) Nunnelee
Bishop (UT) Griffith (VA) Olson
Black Grimm Palazzo
Blackburn Guthrie Paulsen
Bonner Hall Pearce
Boustany Hanna Perry
Brady (TX) Harper Petri
Bridenstine Harris Pittenger
Brooks (AL) Hartzler Pitts
Brooks (IN) Hastings (WA) Poe (TX)
Broun (GA) Heck (NV) Posey
Buchanan Hensarling Price (GA)
Bucshon Herrera Beutler Radel
Burgess Holding Reed
Calvert Hudson Reichert
Camp Huizenga (MI) Renacci
Campbell Hultgren Ribble
Cantor Hunter Rice (SC)
Capito Hurt Rigell
Carter Issa Roby
Cassidy Jenkins Roe (TN)
Chabot, Johnson (OH) Rogers (AL)
Chaffetz Johnson, Sam Rogers (KY)
Coble Jones Rogers (MI)
Coffman Jordan Rohrabacher
Cole Joyce Rokita
Collins (GA) Kelly (PA) Rooney
Conaway King (IA) Ros-Lehtinen
Cook King (NY) Roskam
Cotton Kingston Ross
Cramer Kinzinger (IL) Rothfus
Crawford Kline Royce
Crenshaw Labrador Runyan
Culberson LaMalfa Ryan (WI)
Daines Lamborn Salmon
Davis, Rodney Lance Scalise
Denham Lankford Schock
Dent Latham Schweikert
DeSantis Latta Scott, Austin
DesJarlais LoBiondo Sensenbrenner
Diaz-Balart Long Sessions
Duffy Lucas Shimkus
Duncan (SC) Luetkemeyer Shuster
Duncan (TN) Lummis Simpson
Ellmers Marchant Smith (NE)
Farenthold Marino Smith (NJ)
Fincher Massie Smith (TX)
Fitzpatrick McCarthy (CA) Southerland
Fleischmann McCaul Stewart
Fleming McClintock Stivers
Flores McHenry Stockman
Forbes McKeon Stutzman
Fortenberry McKinley Terry
Foxx McMorris Thompson (PA)
Franks (AZ) Rodgers Thornberry
Frelinghuysen Meadows Tiberi
Gardner Meehan Tipton
Garrett Messer Turner
Gerlach Mica Upton
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THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COL-
LINS of Georgia). The unfinished busi-
ness is the question on agreeing to the
Speaker’s approval of the Journal, on
which the yeas and nays were ordered.

The question is on the Speaker’s ap-
proval of the Journal.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 272, nays
136, answered ‘‘present’” 1, not voting
23, as follows:

[Roll No. 99]
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Smith (NE) Van Hollen Wenstrup
Smith (NJ) Vela Westmoreland
Smith (TX) Wagner Whitfield
Smith (WA) Walden Williams
Stewart Walorski Wilson (FL)
Swalwell (CA) Walz Wilson (SC)
Takano Wasserman Wittman
Thompson (PA) Schultz Wolf
Thornberry Waters Womack
Tierney Watt
Titus Waxman Yarmuth
Tonko Weber (TX) Yoho
Tsongas Webster (FL) Young (IN)
Upton Welch
NAYS—136
Amash Griffin (AR) Nugent
Andrews Griffith (VA) Palazzo
Barr Gutierrez Pallone
Bass Hall Pastor (AZ)
Benishek Hanna Payne
Bentivolio Heck (NV) Peters (CA)
Bishop (NY) Herrera Beutler Peters (MI)
Bonner Holding Peterson
Brady (PA) Honda Pittenger
Brooks (IN) Hudson Poe (TX)
Broun (GA) Huizenga (MI) Price (GA)
Burgess Israel Radel
gip??léo j affkgon Lee Rahall
affetz effries
Clarke Jenkins gziicci
Cleaver Johnson (OH) Ribble
Clyburn Johnson, E. B. Ri
igell

Coffman Jones

Rooney
Cohen Jordan Rush
Collins (GA) Joyce
Conyers Keating Ryan (OH)
Costa Kelly (IL) Salmon
Cotton Kennedy Sanchez, Loretta
Courtney Kilmer Sarbanes
Crenshaw Kind Schakowsky
Crowley Kinzinger (IL) S?hOCk
Davis, Rodney Kirkpatrick Sires
DeFazio Lance Slaughter
Denham Larson (CT) Southerland
Dent Latham Stivers
Dingell Latta Stockman
Duckworth Lee (CA) Terry
Duffy Lewis Thompson (CA)
Fitzpatrick LoBiondo Thompson (MS)
Flores Lowenthal Tiberi
Foxx Maffei Tipton
Garcia Maloney, Turner
Gardner Carolyn Valadao
Garrett Maloney, Sean Vargas
Gerlach Marchant Veasey
Gibson Matheson Velazquez
Gingrey (GA) McDermott Visclosky
Graves (GA) McGovern Walberg
Graves (MO) Miller (FL) Woodall
Green, Al Miller, George Yoder
Green, Gene Negrete McLeod  Young (AK)

ANSWERED “PRESENT”—1

Owens

NOT VOTING—23

Barton Hastings (FL) Pompeo
Braley (IA) Higgins Rangel
Castor (FL) Huelskamp Reichert
Collins (NY) Johnson (GA) Simpson
Farr Lynch Speier
Gohmert Markey Stutzman
Granger Moran Young (FL)
Grijalva Nolan
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So the Journal was approved.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Valadao Wenstrup Womack
Wagner Westmoreland Woodall
Walberg Whitfield Yoder
Walden Williams Yoho
Walorski W@lson (SC) Young (AK)
Weber (TX) Wittman Young (IN)
Webster (FL) Wolf
NAYS—194
Andrews Green, Gene O’Rourke
Barber Grijalva Owens
Barrow (GA) Gutierrez Pallone
Bass Hahn Pascrell
Beatty Hanabusa Pastor (AZ)
Becerra Heck (WA) Payne
Bera (CA) Higgins Pelosi
Bishop (GA) Himes Perlmutter
Bishop (NY) Hinojosa Peters (CA)
Blumenauer Holt Peters (MI)
Bonamici Honda Peterson
Brady (PA) Horsford Pingree (ME)
Brown (FL) Hoyer Pocan
Brownley (CA) Huffman Polis
Bustos Israel X
Butterfield Jackson Lee Pr{ce (NC)
Capps Jeffries Quigley
Capuano Johnson (GA) Rahall
Cardenas Johnson, E. B. Rangel
Carney Kaptur Richmond
Carson (IN) Keating Roybal-Allard
Cartwright Kelly (IL) Ruiz
Castro (TX) Kennedy Ruppersberger
Chu Kildee Ryan (OH)
Cicilline Kilmer Sanchez, Linda
Clarke Kind T.
Clay Kirkpatrick Sanchez, Loretta
Cleaver Kuster Sarbanes
Clyburn Langevin Schakowsky
Cohen Larsen (WA) Schiff
Connolly Larson (CT) Schneider
Conyers Lee (CA) Schrader
Cooper Levin Schwartz
Costa Lewis Scott (VA)
Courtney Lipinski Scott, David
Crowley Loebsack Serrano
Cuellar Lofgren Sewell (AL)
Cummings Lowenthal Shea-Porter
Dayvis (CA) Lowey Sherman
Davis, Danny Lujan Grisham Sinema
DeFazio (I\{M) Sires
gei}ette Lu%\?l\r/il, Ben Ray Slaughter
Del auto Mottel Smith (WA)
Swalwell (CA)

DelBene Maloney, Takano
Dgutoh Carolyn Thompson (CA)
Dingell Maloney, Sean Th MS
Doggett Matheson ) ompson (MS)

) Tierney
Doyle Matsui Titus
Duckworth McCarthy (NY) Tonk
Edwards McCollum onxo
Ellison McDermott Tsongas
Engel McGovern Van Hollen
Enyart McIntyre Vargas
Eshoo McNerney Veasey
Esty Meeks Vela
Farr Meng Velazquez
Fattah Michaud Visclosky
Foster Miller, George Walz
Frankel (FL) Moore Wasserman
Fudge Moran Schultz
Gabbard Murphy (FL) Waters
Gallego Nadler Watt
Garamendi Napolitano Waxman
Garcia Neal Welch
Grayson Negrete McLeod  Wilson (FL)
Green, Al Nolan Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—12
Barton Hastings (FL) Pompeo
Braley (IA) Huelskamp Rush
Castor (FL) Lynch Speier
Collins (NY) Markey Young (FL)
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So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. COLLINS of New York. Mr. Speaker, on
rollcall No. 98, H. Res. 146, On Adoption of
the Rule, had | been present, | would have
voted “yea.”

YEAS—272
Aderholt Fattah McMorris
Alexander Fincher Rodgers
Amodei Fleischmann McNerney
Bachmann Fleming Meadows
Bachus Forbes Meehan
Barber Fortenberry Meeks
Barletta Foster Meng
Barrow (GA) Frankel (FL) Messer
Beatty Franks (AZ) Mica
Becerra Frelinghuysen Michaud
Bera (CA) Fudge Miller (MI)
Bilirakis Gabbard Miller, Gary
Bishop (GA) Gallego Moore
Bishop (UT) Garamendi Mullin
Black Gibbs Mulvaney
Blackburn Goodlatte Murphy (FL)
Blumenauer Gosar Murphy (PA)
Bonamici Gowdy Nadler
Boustany Grayson Napolitano
Brady (TX) Grimm Neal
Bridenstine Guthrie Neugebauer
Brooks (AL) Hahn Noem
Brown (FL) Hanabusa Nunes
Brownley (CA) Harper Nunnelee
Buchanan Harris O’Rourke
Bucshon Hartzler Olson
Bustos Hastings (WA) Pascrell
Butterfield Heck (WA) Paulsen
Calvert Hensarling Pearce
Camp Himes Pelosi
Campbell Hinojosa Perlmutter
Cantor Holt Perry
Capito Horsford Petri
Capps Hoyer Pingree (ME)
Cardenas Huffman Pitts
Carney Hultgren Pocan
Carson (IN) Hunter Polis
Carter Hurt Posey
Cartwright Issa Price (NC)
Cassidy Johnson, Sam Quigley
Castro (TX) Kaptur Rice (SC)
Chabot Kelly (PA) Richmond
Chu Kildee Roby
Cicilline King (IA) Roe (TN)
Clay King (NY) Rogers (AL)
Coble Kingston Rogers (KY)
Cole Kline Rogers (MI)
Conaway Kuster Rohrabacher
Connolly Labrador Rokita
Cook LaMalfa Ros-Lehtinen
Cooper Lamborn Roskam
Cramer Langevin Ross
Crawford Lankford Rothfus
Cuellar Larsen (WA) Roybal-Allard
Culberson Levin Royce
Cummings Lipinski Ruiz
Daines Loebsack Runyan
Davis (CA) Lofgren Ruppersberger
Dayvis, Danny Long Ryan (WI)
DeGette Lowey Sanchez, Linda
Delaney Lucas T.
DeLauro Luetkemeyer Scalise
DelBene Lujan Grisham Schiff
DeSantis (NM) Schneider
DesJarlais Lujan, Ben Ray Schrader
Deutch (NM) Schwartz
Diaz-Balart Lummis Schweikert
Doggett Marino Scott (VA)
Doyle Massie Scott, Austin
Duncan (SC) Matsui Scott, David

Duncan (TN)
Edwards
Ellison
Ellmers
Engel
Enyart
Eshoo

Esty
Farenthold

McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McClintock
McCollum
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinley

Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sewell (AL)
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuster
Sinema

Stated for:

Mr. COLLINS of New York. Mr. Speaker, on
rollcall No. 99, Journal, On Approval of the
Journal, had | been present, | would have
voted “yea.”

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. HUELSKAMP. Mr. Speaker, | was un-
avoidably detained by the Medal of Honor
ceremony for Father Emil Kapaun on Thurs-
day, April 11th and missed rollcall votes 97,
98 and 99.

Had | been present, | would have voted as
follows: “yea” on rollcall No. 97, “yea” on roll-
call No. 98, “yea” on rollcall No. 99.
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HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that when the House ad-
journs today, it adjourn to meet at 10
a.m. tomorrow.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from North Carolina?

There was no objection.

PROTECTING LIFE

(Mr. WILLIAMS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, there
is nothing on Earth more precious than
life. No matter where you stand on the
abortion issue, most Americans find
the practice and actions of Dr. Kermit
Gosnell, an abortion provider, to be
brutal, unconscionable, and barbaric.

The astounding reality is that Dr.
Gosnell’s methods of killing babies who
survive abortions are commonly used
by clinics across the Nation. Similar
deadly actions take the lives of 1 mil-
lion unborn children each year in the
United States. This is a violent act
that is entirely unjustifiable.

I am a firm believer that every
human being is created in God’s own
image, every life is precious, and we
have an obligation to protect life at
every stage. It’s time we get rid of this
gruesome procedure once and for all,
and I hope and pray that the President
will consider it before more innocent
lives are taken.

——————

HONORING THE MEMORY AND
MOURNING THE LOSS OF RONNIE
RASPBERRY OF HOUSTON,
TEXAS

(Ms. JACKSON LEE asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to pay tribute to one of the
greatest labor leaders that I have
known and to honor the memory and
mourn the loss of Ronnie Raspberry of
Houston, Texas. I rise to pay tribute to
him as a champion of working people,
one of the great community leaders in
the cities of Houston and Harris in
Texas.

Unfortunately, he passed. In this
month of April, we lost a dear friend.
Ronnie Raspberry was born in 1941 in
the midst of the times of challenge.
And he married his beloved wife,
Roycie, and they are proud parents of
five children.

Being born in the midst of World War
II, he understood as a child the value of
service, and so he joined the United
States Marine Corps and was honorably
discharged.

He then began to work in an appren-
ticeship program under the Houston
Joint Apprenticeship and Training
Committee for the Electrical Industry.
He then became a member of Local
Union No. 716 of the International
Brotherhood of Electrical Workers,
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where I first met him. What a generous
heart; what a man who loved people.
He loved to train people. He was a
fighter to ensure that there was dig-
nity in the workplace.

In 1974, at age 32, he was elected as
business manager. He held that posi-
tion for 15 years. During his steward-
ship, he served as its chief contract ne-
gotiator, chairman, and secretary of
numerous boards and trusts and com-
mittees. He continued to represent
labor at labor conferences. He was
elected and served 5 years as a rep-
resentative of the Sixth District Inter-
national Executive Council.

Ronnie was awarded the West Gulf
Ports Council ‘“‘Labor Leader of the
Year,” Mr. Speaker, and appointed to
many other positions by Governor
White. We knew he was a good leader.

So I stand here today to offer my
deepest sympathy to his wife and fam-
ily and to thank him for his service as
he rests in peace. We love you. We
thank you for being the great leader
that you’ve been to all those who are
in need, fighting for the working peo-
ple. Thank you, Ronnie. God bless you.
And, again, may you rest in peace.

Mr. Speaker, | rise to pay tribute to Mr. Ron-
nie Raspberry, a great American, a champion
of working people, and one of the great com-
munity leaders in the City of Houston. Ronnie
Raspberry died this past Monday, April 8,
2013, at the age of 71. His loss is mourned
not only by his family and friends but the thou-
sands of people he helped and inspired over
the course of his full and eventful life.

Born on August 14, 1941, Ronnie Raspberry
later met and married his beloved wife,
Roycie, and they were the proud parents of
five children.

After serving and receiving an Honorable
Discharge from the United States Marine
Corps, Ronnie applied for and was accepted
into a 4-year Apprenticeship Program under
the Houston Joint Apprenticeship and Training
Committee for the Electrical Industry.

After completing his first of apprenticeship
training, Ronnie became a member of Local
Union #716 of the International Brotherhood of
Electrical Workers. Ronnie served on every
committee his local union, IBEW Local #716,
would allow.

Ronnie completed his apprenticeship, grad-
uating with honor. He then ran for and was
elected to a number of Board positions in his
Local Union.

In 1974, at the age of 32, he was elected
as Business Manager of IBEW Local Union
#716. He held this position for 15 years.

During Ronnie’s stewardship of Local Union
No. 716, he served as its Chief Contract Ne-
gotiator, and as both Chairman and/or Sec-
retary of numerous Boards, Trusts, and Com-
mittees, as well as all other responsibilities
that go with being Business Manager. He con-
tinued to represent labor at Labor Con-
ferences and Conventions, as well as Political
Conferences and Conventions.

Ronnie was elected and served 5 years as
representative to the Sixth District International
Executive Council of the International Brother-
hood of Electrical Workers representing the
IBEW members from Texas, Oklahoma, Lou-
isiana, Arkansas, New Mexico, and Arizona.

In 1986, Ronnie was awarded the West Gulf
Ports Council “Labor Leader of the Year”
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Award. Ronnie also appointed by then Gov-
ernor Mark White, to serve on the Manage-
ment Task Force for the Texas State Treas-
urer, Ann Richards. He later was appointed by
Governor Ann Richards as a Commissioner on
the Texas State Licensing and Regulation
Commission, a position he held for six years.

Ronnie served as the Executive Secretary
of the Houston Gulf Coast Building and Con-
struction Trades Council until December 2012
when he finished his term. He then joined the
high respected law firm of Williams Bailey,
now Williams Kherkher, of Houston, Texas,
serving as Labor Relations Officer, a position
he held until he passed away earlier this
week.

Mr. Speaker, Ronnie Raspberry lived a full
and consequential life and he will be deeply
missed by all who knew him as a friend, col-
league, advocate, and community leader. Most
of all he will be missed by his relatives and his
children who knew and loved him as Dad; his
loving wife, Roycie.

Mr. Speaker, | ask a moment of silence in
honor of the memory of Ronnie Raspberry.
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THE RECOVERING SERVICE MEM-
BERS DISABILITY BENEFITS ACT

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, today my colleague, Rep-
resentative LOEBSACK, and I are proud
to reintroduce the Recovering Service
Members Disability Benefits Act. This
legislation is commonsense and fixes a
glaring problem.

Currently, our Nation